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ADVERTISEMENT, 


I HE following Remarks were already 


in the preſs, when the Kemarker 
firſt ſaw the ſecond edition of the Seriptu- 


ral Confutation advertiſed ; it was therefore 


out of his power to take any notice of 


that, as otherwiſe he certainly would, if 


any material alterations have been made. 
All he can now do, is to inform the pub- 


lic that theſe Remarks relate iel to the 


firſt edition, 


II Mr. Burgh has Coed any af his 


numberleſs ſophiſms, and aſtoniſhing 
perverſions of Scripture, it will give the 


greater pleaſure to his opponent, the 
more numerous ſuch corrections are; and 
indeed Mr. Burgh himſelf will, in the 


ſame proportion, become a more reſpect. 
able adverſary. 


As his book made its firſt appearance, 
it was a moſt crude performance; though 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


| men, "whoſe prejudices co:ificide with his 


own, have cried it up exceedingly. One 
would ſuppoſe, however, that none but 


ſuch, could poſſibly find any thing to 
commend in a writer, whoſe whole rea- 
Toning is moſt illogical, and who, to ſerve 
"Nis Hypotheſis, has availed | himſelf, 
through his whole book, of ambiguous 
and erroneous tranſlations of the Scrip- 
tures, even where the ſmalleſt attention 
fo the original muſt have ated a Ry 
different view. 


Many inſtances of both kinds will Be 


found pointed out in the following re- 
marks, and many more were left unno- 
ticed, for a reaſon given in its proper 
| take Oh theſe latter the reader is intreat- 
cd to pardon the mention of one, ſo ex- 
traordinary, that one would hope cooler 
_ conſideration has excluded it from the 
new edition. It will be found at page 134 
of his book, where he quotes St. Paul's 


charge to Timothy. 


„ give 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


give thee charge i in the fight of God, . 


who quickeneth all things, and before 
- 54 Jeſus Chriſt, who before Pontius Pilate 
+, witneſſed a good confeſſion, that thou 

“ keep this commandment without ſpot, 


„ unrebukeable, until the appcarin g of 


% our Lord Jeſus Chriſt: which in his 


times he ſhall ſhew, Who! 18 the bleſſed 
e and only Potentate, the King of Kings, 


and Lord of Lords; who only hath im- 


ok mortality, dwelling 3 in the light, which | 


no man can approach unto, whom no 
* man hath ſeen nor can ſee. 1 Tim. vi. 


2 "00s hy 15. 


It was barely potlble for a mere b En- 


lich reader to refer the perſonal pronoun 


he to the preceding words Chriſt Jeſus; 


and then the relative who, which follows, 
would point him out as the bleſſed and only 


Potentate, who only hath immortality. and 
dwelleth in the light which no man can 
approach unto; and then the glory of 


God unapproachable by man is aſcribed 


to Jeſus Chriſt, and his (Supreme) God- 


head is incontrovertibly eſtabliſhed.” 
This 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 
This was an advantage, which a diſpu- 


tant in diſtreſs was not to deſpiſe, and ac- 
cordingly our Confuter ſnapped at it with 


the blind eagerneſs of an hungry fiſh, 


and has hooked himſelf. ſo effectually, 


that all the tricks of ſophiſtry, and all 


the powers of Jogic will never diſengage 
him. 


Were us ſuppoſe him to be right in nig 


interpretation. Then he, who is the only 
Potentate, and who only hath immortality, 


is Jeſus Chriſt perſonally diſtinguiſhed 


from the Father, and from the Holy 
Ghoſt: For if Jeſus Chriſt is not a per- 
ſonal name, it is impoſſible to conceive 


it to have any uſe at all. What then? 


Why, then neither the Father, nor the 


Holy Ghoſt, can perſonally be a Poten- 


tate, nor perſonally poſſeſs immortality, 
in ſo eminent a degree at leaſt, as Jeſus 


Chriſt, who is perſonally the only Poten- 


tate, and alone perſonally poſſeſſes immor- 
tality. This conſequence cannot be avoid- 


ed, except the Confuter will directly own 


himſelf a Sabellian, an Heretic of ſo ab- 


ſurd 


furd tenets, that the learned Dr. Tucker 
ſeems to think it impoſhble for any ſuch 


to exiſt 1 in this. enlightened age; and this | 


again is not reconcileable with what he 


fays about Octavius, Lepidus, h An- 
e | 


. He who quotes Greek ought to have 


known, that there is no ambiguity in 
the original, but that two different per- 
ſons are marked in the ſtrongeſt manner, 


10 ſtrongly, that the SO Fn of the one 
cannot be the attributes of the other. In 


that there is no he, no , which led 
our willing captive into ſo fatal a diffi- 
culty. Keep, fays St. Paul, this command- 
—unrebukeable until the appearing of our 
Lord Thus Chriſt : which in his own times the 
bleſſed and ONLY Potentate ſhall ſhew, (bring 


MENt= 


to paſs,) the King of Kings, and Lord of Lords, 
He, who ONLY hath immortality. Here, and 


not before, he and who have any thing 
to do. The only Potentate, He, who only 
hath 3 immor tality, is to bring to paſs the 
manifeſtation of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


'This IS an unaccountable manner of ex- 
| preſſion. 
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ADVERTISEMENT, 


preſſion, if jeſus Chriſt is to bring about 

his own manifeſtation; and if he is not, 

the word only, twice repeated, excludes 
him, and all other beings in the univerfe, 

from thoſe great privileges thus appro- 

Priated to the one ſuper- eminent Perſon- 
age. 


To what can it be imputed, that this 
writer ſo ſtrangely abuſes his own and 
his reader's underſtanding? O Bigotry, 
great are thy powers! Thou haſt prompt- 
ed him to ſay, that © the God of truth is 

a dupe to his own artifices,” if revela- 
tion teach not, what the Confuter thinks 
it ought; and we may ſay, it is hoped 

without impiety, that himſelf is the Nope ; 

of his own Enthuſiaſm. 


ADDENDA. 


The following paragraph was, by miſ- 
take, omitted in the copy tranſcribed for 


the preſs, and the reader is requeſted to 
_ ſupply it at page 6th, after the Pa 
graph W Thirdly. 


We, Whas ir ls knovs, tha th 


Supreme God “ is without body, parts, 
or paſſions,” it is at the ſame time 
known, and with as full evidence, that 
| whoever is not * without body, parts, or 


paſſions, is not Supreme God. 


Page 31. Note. The participle of the 
preſent tenſe is uſed by the belt Claſſics 
to expreſs a thing prior to the time of 


the verb, as in Salluſt, Bell. Jugurth. 


juſt after Micipſa's death-bed ſpeech. 
Hiempſal etiam antea deſpiciens ignobili- 


tatem Jugurthz dextra Atherbalem 
aſſedit.“ 
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| N I 3s 407 17, put a mark of interrogation Mar all this 2 
Page 17, line 3, from the bottom, for Heritics, read Heretics 


Page 20, line 8, dele an before enormous 
bs Page 31, line 5 from the bottom, for know, rial knew. 


Page 34, line 8, for Tonga ge * eng, een & n 

Page 35, line 12, fer dine read . a 

Page 52, line 9, Fer laws, read law bh Weber's ETC AE 

Page 56, line 18, Fer Gods, read Gd 3 

; Page 71, lines I "kf and 21, fer propoſition, z read prepoſition 
| Page 81, line 6, for there, read theſe 
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\ himſelf a Young Man,” & This is, per- 


4 kin; the beſt excuſe that can be made for that 
ſtrange rhapſody which he has thrown ern 


under the denomination of a Book; and Ic 


readily believe this teſtimony of himſelf: For | his 


work bears all the marks of an underſtanding yet 


very imperfectly matured. It may therefore be 


the fault of his age, more than of the man, that 
=D ed ſo forwardly in an undert 


Which he is altogether unfit. Young men have 
not always that modeſty, which of all qualities 
moſt becomes them, and the want of which ſome- 
times throws them into the moſt aukward and 
diſtreſſing ſituations; and 10 it has happened in 


/ - 


this particular caſe. 


* Page 223. 


a 2 Our 


WII. Author of the Scriptural Contyraticn' lhe 
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Our young man has undertaken to give a Scrip- 
tural demonſtration; of a Trinity of equal Perſons 
in the Godhead, that three Perſons equally and in- 
dividually God, are all three but-one and the ſame 
God; yet does he at the ſame time grant that no 
ſuch propoſition is contained in the whole Bible * 
that at molt it is but hinted at, even where ae | 
greateſt light is afforded, and referred to as a mats 
ter already known, But who knows not that 
? hints are liable to be miſtaken, and that we who 
le! in an age ſo diſtant from that of the Apoſtles, 
can by no means know what they taught, but from 
5 what. they have left us written? The taking it ſor 
granted, therefore, that the firſt Preachers of the 
92 taught the Divinity of our bleſſed Lord, 
is, his Supreme Godhead, to their reſpectivs 


: — . is taking for granted the very: ALE 
ought to be proved, 


"Let us hows ſee has he his, "This neckeds 
tion 3 is not in the Books of the Old Teſtament, be- 
cauſe the prophecies relating to Jeſus: Chriſt are 
here but obſcurely expreſſed: It is not in the four 
Goſpels, becauſe they contain only the hiſtory of 
what Jeſus did, while he was reſident upon earth; 
and this was a doctrine improper for ther Nen 


"s Page 43 compared with 187, Kc. see the vine = IO 
_ ww 


5 


and 


aud not to be revealed till after his aſcent into 


heaven: It is not to be found in the Acts of the 


Apoſtles; for he gives up that Book except one 


5 text, which I have proved to be utterly imperti- 


nent to bin purpoſe as it Rands, and ſtill more, in 
all prohabilit 


_ theigreat myſtery of à Trinity, and it was tnne- 
_ ceflary to teac 


terms. From the Revelation he has not offe e 


"t 0 


produce a ſingle text, that directly teaches any 5 
ſuch myſtery, and therefore gives up) that Book 5 


_— the reſt, TAG 20 5 6 


This, 1 think, he will not 3 to be, in few 


words, a fair repreſentation of what he has ſaid; 7 
and if it be, how will he be able to furniſh out 70 


ſtrict a demonſtration of that, which at beſt i 1s, by 
5 his own conceſſion, but alluded to? Will it not be 


neceſſary to prove the n of the alluſion, before - 


it can be aſſumed as a foundation to ground a 
ſtrict mathematical een upon? People may 


fancy references and alluſions, which never entered 


a writer's mind, and I know no one more likely 
— to 
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lity 2 corrupted reading. There remains, 
chere fore, only the Apoſtolical Epiſtles,” and the 
Revelation of St. John. The Epiſtles contain no 
ſuch propaſition, he ſays, becauſe they were writ- 
ten to churches: and perſons already inſtructed in | 


ich them over again what they well 
knew; it was ſufficient to refer to it in general f 
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2 Where ſuppoſition! is ſo Seer e en a 
may, on the other ſide, venture to ſuppoſe, elit 
if the doctrine he eſpouſes were'ſo neceſſay, as he 
would have it underſtood to be, to the exiſtence of 
a true Church, the Jews, in whoſe Seriptures it is 
not explicitly contained, where, as himſelf allows, 

tit was impoſſible for them to find it, could nothave 
doen true worſhippets of God, and conſequently 
| theirs not altogether a true church; in which caſe 
1 it would ſeem that God had indulged them with a 
| | reoevelation, that, Lor their e particular f _ 35 
| themih 0 . e lend. ; 
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This, Wewer, is incredible; as; It is ; ill more 
incredible that our Saviour himſelf ſhould commu- 

| nicate, as we know he did, with 2 church that wor- 
1% ſmipped God erroneouſly, and never make one 
4 attempt to rectify the error : But it ſeems, it would 
| 

| 

| 


have been utterly improper for him to impart to 
them any information of that ſort ; becauſe, if they 
had known him to be the Supreme God, they 
would not have put him to death, and ſo his ſatif<* 
= faction to the Father's juſtice, and the redemption 
1 __ ofthe world, would have been prevented. 1s it 
} oP ah or indeed is it poſſible, that · they 
who 


ER EFF A GFE V. 
who: would not believe him; when he aſſured them, 


had told them, what was inſinitely more incredible, 
dd Hd: Was Os God: nt. n a 
much wn, For if eee a8 


the moſt aggravated kind, if he had ſaid that he: 
was God himſelf; that God, whom they knew: 
from their own Scriptures to be abſolutely. inviſible. 


Thus Jeſus Chriſt, according to this young man's 


theology, came into this world to teach true reli- 


gion, and went out of it, leaving mankind at an 


utter loſs with reſpect to the firſt and moſt funda*: 
. mental principle of it, having, While he was in the 
| world, countenanc ed error by his own exam ple. 


7 * 15 171 


Mas this) matter, . ſet ri ks by thi: 


Apoſtles and inſpired writers after him? Not ſo far 
as we know, except we take this gentleman's word, 


that they taught Athanaſianiſm verbally, Where 


they planted the Goſpel, and thought it ſufficient 
to hint at, or allude to it in their writings, Which 


were compoſed for the inſtruction of all ages to 


come. This he ſays, and reduces us thereby to 
an evil ſituation indeed; for we have nothing to 
depend on but uncertain tradition, for the great, 


the 
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y the moſt miraculous powers, that he Was the 
meſſenger of God, would have believed him, if he 


ſphemy to call himſelf che 8on of God, 
ain it muſt have appeared to be blaſphemy of 
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the diltinguiſhing doctrine of Chriflianity, that a. 


ful particular of the faith, which, g“, whofoever: 


would be faved, muſt keep whole and undes 
«4 filed.” If the Apoſtles were ſo neg 
_ capital and characteri 
gion, what affurance can we have tha 
not equally negligent in other points of less mos! 
ment; and then how can we be certain that we 
Have the religion taught by Chril 
in any degree of purity? May we not ſtill be in 
nearly as badi à ſtate, as before Chriſt's. coming to 

_ eradicate error, and teach the true, the whole will 
of God I can ſee no ſuccedaneum for the dili- 
gence and accuracy of the ſacred writers, but oral 


gent in this 
ic principle of ue e 


and his Apoſtles 


tradition; and at that opening Popery Wil enter 


with might and main, and lead us all in captivity: 

to the Biſhop of Rome, and chain us for ever to 
his foot- tool. We ſhall in vain alledge our ſixth 
article for the ſufficiency of Scripture to ſalvation, 
becauſe here is a direct confeſſion, n from the 
Want of care, and indifference of the v ne the 


er pee are eee deficient, DEF Ae forks. 


* 


- What a pay that this ehooghaled —_ aid 


not conſult ſome friend of maturer judgment; or 
if he did, that his ſeaſonable advice was over · ruled 
by his own fell. lufliciency? If he had no frienc of 


this kind to conſult, there are conſiderations, 
. even a giddy mind could hardly fail to ſug· 
geſt, 


2 + « 2 wins 


geſt, that ought to have deterred him from the 
attempt of confuting the Apology. The honour 
of the eſtabliſhment was in queſtion ;- the founda- 


tions of the church, as a ſcriptural church, Which 


reprobates: every. doctrine not taken immediately 
from the Bible, were ſtruck at; and, in the opi · 


nion of ſome people, a breach was made. Was it 


for a Stripling to ſtand forth a volunteer in the day 
of danger, and brandiſ his unaſſayed armour? 
The Veterans of Orthodox y were called for, and no 


doubt were bringing up their artillery; but dif 
guſted hy the alacrity of an interloper, or glad of 


a pretence to be excuſed from a ſervice, which 


they knew would require their utmoſt exertion, 
they ſtopped ſhort, and left the Apologiſt to the 
triumph of one, who ſhouted victory before he had 
made the ſmalleſt impreſſion on the object of his 


attack. 
Hence the conſcientious Seceder has the honour 
to be yet in ſafe poſſeſſion of his principles, and the 


church, from which he ſeceded, lies under, per- 
haps, the unmerited diſgrace of being incapable of 


defence. Hence it happens, that his ſelf-delegated 
aﬀfailant, to whom unſubſtantial vapours floating 
in his brain are reaſons, ſtrong as proofs af 
4 holy writ,” boaſts, that this nonſenſical propo- 


ſition, * that Jeſus Chriſt is one with the Father, 


God,“ has ieee by him, from 
n b holy 
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holy Scripture, „gag clearly as any propolition in 


« the mathematical elements of Euclid x., With 


this boaſt in his mouth, he acknowledges, that in 


one part of Seripture it was impoſſible for thoſe, 


who were moſt concerned, to find it; that in ano- 


ther it was improper to be re d ; that where 


the evidence is greateſt, the fact is only preſumed 
by himſelf, not affirmed by the writers. Of ſuch 
materials, he tells us, his mathematical demonſtra+ 
tion is compoſed. Men of ordinary underſtanding, 
and cooler heads, will be at a loſs. to know, how.a 


ſort of certainty ſhould be in the concluſion, which 


s abſent from all the premiſes. But there are men 
of whom it is truly ſaid, quicquid volunt, credunt, 
and theſe men never meet with a difficulty in their 
_ ſpeculations, but W put it to Se with the 
| Wy . 


* N 


We are told, indeed, that chis e e is 


1 251 deducible from any particular part of Scrip- 


ture, but reſults from the whole of it collectively. 


If in the later books of Scripture there had been 


but a ſingle text, expreſly affirming that Jeſus 


Chriſt is one with the Father, God,” that three 


equal perſons are one God, this might have been a 
kind of pole - ſtar to direct our inquiries, and it 
might reaſonably have been preſumed t thas al the 


* Page 192. 
| reſt 
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reſt pointed to it; but this not being the caſe, no 

man has a right to aſſume for the ſenſe of the Holy 
Spirit, that which the Holy Spirit himſelf does not 
acknowledge. But notwithſtanding his own de- 
claration, that this mathematical demonſtration re- 
ſults only from “ the whole Bible,” and from 
* nothing leſs than the whole Bible,” our extra- 
ordinary Logician, in direct contradiction to what 
he here ſays, has attempted to deduce the ſame con: 

cluſion from ſeveral ſcores of ſeparate texts, in 

every part of Scripture, and inſiſted, in language 


the moſt peremptory, that be has ſo deduced it. 


How he has ſucceeded in this wann an! be deen 
in the ng En 

But before we > turn to Weng! 1 moſt e leave to 
introduce another curious conccit, which did not 
fall within my plan to be ſo fully noticed elſewhere. 
T hough there was no abſolute neceſſity for uſing 


the terms Trinity, and Trinity in Unity,“ to ex- 


preſs the myſtery of the Godhead, there Was, it 


ſeems, a fort of neceſſity of convenience, © to ſerve 


the purpoſe of more expeditiouſly conveying 


one's mind on the ſub) ect x. But why ſhould 
men be in more haſte to convey their ideas, than 


the Sacred Writers, who compoſed the books of 
Scripture, or the Holy Spirit, who ſuggeſted tlie 


t auge 9. 
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enough conveyed, d 


without theſe barbarous and 


ſcholaſtic terms, 15 this either mbre or leſs than 
telling them, that too much of the important kite 
of ſuch conſequential gentlemen as our Layme K 


would be taken up 5 e By tem in Arran 8 
rouad- about track?” PL 


4 modeſt man . have been extremely cau - 


tious of faying this, if it were but out of reverence. 
of the Holy Spirit, who did not think his time thif- 


employed i in delivering his meſſage as he received 
| from God; but there is another conſideration 


Y fill o more urgent for this caution, and that is, that 
Pollibly t the terms may not be exactly ſynonimous 
With the words of the Holy Spirit, that is, convey 

preciſely the meaning he intended. There is, in- 


3 eed, great reaſon to ſuſpect they do not; n 8 Bag 


£231 i . 


may ſeem to be a certainty that they do not clearly 
111i 


convey it, if one may venture to conclude only 


from that ſtrife, contention, bloodſhed, and utter 

2 extirpation of brotherly love, which the introduc- 
tion of theſe terms, from their very firſt invention, 
occalioned i in the Chriſtian world, and which ſub- 
fiſt, on the very ſame account, in different wg 
tries, in different degrees, to this RT 


No believer ever doubted, that, what the 4 


tures expreſly afhrm of the perſon and nature of 


God, 


FR BE F A C. E. xi 


God, was true; but thouſands and ten thouſands 
of pious and; ſerious believers have entered their 
proteſt againſt this artificial theology, and, ſealed 
their teſtimony. by their blood, which at leaſt af. 
forded an irrefragable proof of their ſincerity. 
Thus were Chriſtians divided into furious factions, 
and deſtroyed one another with the ferocity of 
Barbarians. 8 


This Lada. banks. ae happened (for. 1 ;offt 
not here on the abſolute. falſity of the Layman' $ 
propoſition) if the mind and will of God bad been 
ſo evident on his ſide of the queſtion, As it ought 


to have been to juſtify the introduction of a new 


expreſſion of man's device. And, if the chance 


Was ever ſo little, as indeed it was very great, that 
the new · invented terms might imply ſome devia- 


tion from the meaning of the Holy Spirit, in the 


ame proportion was the danger, that he, WhO 
ſhould enforce the acceptance of them by human 
penalties, would become a preacher of another 6. 


ſpel, and ſubject himſelf to the curſe denounced by 


the great Apolile of the Gentiles, . He therefore, 


who will venture on ſuch an expedient for propa- 


gating his own interpretations, ought to feel the : 
ſtrongeſt conviction of mind, chat he cannot be , 


miſtaken. 


God 
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God, who. gave the faculties of one man; gave 


thoſe of another alſo; and has no where ſaid, that 


your underſtanding ſhould be in bondage to mine, 


nor mine to your's. On the contrary; every man is 
commanded to examine for himſelf, to obey God 
rather than man, and is 79\ and or fall to his dd 


maſter. And ſurely that is the will of God to me; 
which I find to be ſo, by the beſt, exerciſe-I can 


5 mah of. the underſtanding, which God has given 


lt is neceſſary to ſalvation that I be fully per- 
funded, in my own mind, and it will not excuſe 


me, who am accountable for the employment of 


my own talents, that I ſuffer another, who! has no 


ſuch authority from God, to obtrude on me as 
nn, e erroncous, perſuaſion. fieber Oer 


another has not examined the Holy Scriptures 


with as much impartiality and attention as him+ 


ſelf? And ſhall he then turn downright Inquiſitor, 
and condemn his brother for not receiving his in- 
ter pretation; which if he do receive, he muſt be 
condemned of God, who hath commanded him to 


ſearch the Scriptures for himſelf, and to be finally 
determined by what he ſhall find there written? 
Equal diligence and equal capacity being ſuppoſed, 
is not one man as liable to miſtake as another? 


And in this caſe, will not the probability be in fa- 
your of him, h has the fewelt and weakeſt 
2 temptations 
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temptations to bias bis ere and "Influerice 
his todaluſions?s [1 | | x 
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unpopular ſide, and confequently relinquifh all 
hopes of temporal encouragements, or advantages. 
If there are men, who not only ſuſpect, but even 

think they ſee with certainty the falſity of certain 


metaphyſical propoſitions, it would appear, even 
without examining the weight of Seripture-evi- 
dence in the oppoſite ſcale, to have been wrong to 


_ eſtabliſh them, and thereby fix terms of commiu- 


nion, which the Scriptures have not fixed. They 
who maintain ſuch propoſitions have a right to 
abound in their own ſenſe, and of this they will not 
| be deprived, if our eccleſiaſtical conſtitution ſhould 
be once more brought back to the true principles of 
Proteſtantiſm, and ſettled on the waündaden 10 ene : 


ne and Prophets. 


But we are told, that it was as free, and as 
| harmleſs to invent and to uſe the terms Trinity, 


and TII inity in Unity *, as for the converts at An- 


tioch to give 8 the new name of Chriſti- 
ans. This appellation was intended to explain, 


and did explain, no doctrine of faith or practice; 


can 


zill ur brd perhaps to conceive any tempta- 
tions of this kind in thoſe, who determine on the 
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can the Tame be faid of the terms # f „ Ad 
4 Trinity in Unity?“ If not, is not our Laymants 1 
illuſtration wholly impertinent? The Apoſtles cer- 
tainly either would not have given their fainction 
to a new term of ſuch importance, introduced _ 
private Chriſtians, or- it they had, fuch ſanction 
would have proved its propriety: This is not the 
caſe with the terms in queſtion, and ſeeing che 
ſanction is wholly human, and the Church did well 8 
without them for near two hundred years, it may 
do as well without them at this day, except che 


f e of modern times is not the he Chriftiabity. f 
But it ſeem, if we Slade en myſterious f 


terms, we ſhall want words to expreſs the great 
_ myſtery of the Faith, and there are men to whom 
religion without myſtery would be a ſtrange ow — 
nomenon. To me, however, it would be a 
ſtranger, * there ſhould be any myſtery i in a re- 
ligion, which the God of all wiſdom ſent his Son 

to reveal, who likewiie ſent the Holy Spirit to his 
immediate ſucceſſors, to lead them into all truth, 
from whom we have genuine records of all the 
doctrines of the one, and all the ſuggeſtions of the 
other. I could with this warm Young Man to 
read a few pages of a late excellent publication, 
where he, would find the meaning of the word 
very” in the New "Teſtament clearly explained. 

5 I Would 
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1 would name the book, but he has ſo ſtrong an 
antipathy to the title, that it might poſſibly ſet 
him in a blaze, and I wiſh him to go cooly to the 
_ conſideration of the following Remarks, I will, 
however, venture to quote the Author's conclu- 
ſion, as it follows from the faireſt premiſes. From 
« all which it appears, that the word Myſtery in 
the New Teſtament, means nothing more than 
iA ſecret; or a thing not underſtood. And in the 
„ ſame manner, as the word ſecret is ſtill made 
60 uſe of, after it is divulged; (as when we ſay the 
6 « ſecret is well known;) ſo the word Myſtery is 
44 uſed to ſignify the doctrines of the Goſpel, even 


« after they had been publickly taught and ex- 


66 © plained, and conſequently, if we muſt not 


« ſearch into Myſteries, we muſt not endeavour 


* to underſtand the Goſpel.” To theſe words 1 
ſhall only add thoſe of the late amiable Foſter, 
as fully expreſſing my own ſentiments , Where 


66 Myſtery begins, Religion ends,” 
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book ſpeedily obtained with readers of a 


. ne curiolity to fee what new light could be 


thrown on a ſubje& which had ſo long employed 
the pens of the ableſt orthodox Divines, and which 
after all, appeared to me to be left in a ſtate of the 
greateſt perplexity. The Layman, it was ſaid, had 
removed all doubts, and given, from the Scrip- 
tures, a perfect demouſtration of the truth of... 


- Athanafianiſm. I took up your work therefore 
with much prejudice i in its favour; and though I 
did not hope to find, what was ſo much boaſted 


of, demonſtration, yet I expected much ingenuity A 
of argument and criticiſm, I expected to ſee texts 0 
> judiciquſly ſelected and compared, the context can- 

0 didly examined, and ſome plauſibility at leaſt in 


the concluſion. But, alas, how was I diſappointed, 
when I found the contrary of all this the Scrip- 
tures miſerably garbled, texts ſtrung together that 

B have 
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have no relation to each other, n e taken for 


granted that ' ought to have, been proved, and. 


proofs nee ſolely on e wee. and 
falſe mann 


1 am with to 18805 you to be ae 7555 


you have certainly ſhewn your zeal: but probably 
the good woman *, who nurſed you, and gave 
you the firſt information on this ſubject, had as 
much zeal as yourſelf, and ſome people may ſuſpect 
as much knowledge; at leaſt ſhe gave you as good 
a a proof as any you have produced, after all your la- 
bour and parade, that: nn nn is with the 0 
ny” one rk Tod Hr af 


In order to dear the way Fs the ſort of proof 
you intended to bring, you have taken the trouble 
to write a chapter © on the province of reaſon, 


with reſpect to its euquiry into Scripture truths.” 


Here, Sir, it muſt be acknowledged. that you have 


ſhewn a prudent foreſight of that which was to fol- 


low: For, before that which proves nothing, can be 
admitted as a proof of ſomething, reaſon muſt be 
ſet aſide, and the human mind left deſtitute of all 
principles, of every faculty which ought to regu- 
late its judgment and concluſions. Perſuade men 
once that they have no means of diſtinguiſhing 


Page 190. + Page 15. N 
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(3) 


truth from falſhood, that they are utterly helpleſs 
in ſo important a caſe, and they will thankfully 
take your nurſe's word f if ſhe inform them that 
fire is cold, ſnow hot, and graſs yellow. If how- 


ever I had been of your counſel, I would have ad- 
viſed you for the ſake of truth, to have ſpared : 
that pains, and to have given your readers 2 8 


Locke's chapter on much the ſame ſubject: 

would have made an odd contraſt indeed W 
your following chapters, but you have not ſcrupled 
to diſtinguiſh your performance with as great in- 


Conſiſtencies; and, with regard to your readers, it 
might have made ſome of them underſtand, that 
they have a right to be treated as reaſonable crea- 

tures, and that abſurdity, even in matters of reli- 


gion, is not ee of Proof. 


This Res is W in ſo high a ſtrain of de- 


clamation, and you ſhed ſo thick and painful a va- 


pour behind you, as you proceed, that the reader, 


who follows you, is obliged often to ſtop and rub 


his eyes, and look about for a glimpſe of light. 
And with what diſcovery is all this toil rewarded ? 


He · finds at laſt, that the purpoſe of all this rant 
and {ſmoke was to teach him, that, in matters re- 


lating to the nature of God, he can have no in- 
formation from his reaſon 5, that it will here ſtand 


+ Page 199. [Page 23, or rather the whole chapter. 
COWS . him 


N "Ty en el K how; 4 88 FA 
erer 


sene 


3 
% N e WY 4, A e eee eee POINTS "+ 


PPP 


0 
* 


. . 


4 
4 


n 
4 
Yr 

'Y 

1 
8 3 
4 


— * 


E FH (ewe WIA R SER ras „% ð —— — OE 


2 


- 1 
* "5 5 * 
22  P3/%e > > rhe 


SI 
him in no kind of ſtead; that all propoſitions of 
this kind are, with reſpect to man's underſtanding, 
in themſelves e ne wa true, 


- This I take to be your meaniog, when copecived 
in plain language; and if I do miſtake you, the 


: thn, I think, is not wholly mine, If you are at 


all to be underſtood, you have delivered a doctrine 


Which one would not have expected to hear from a 


profeſſor of Proteſtantiſm, in 2 Proteſtant country, 
and in this 288 of light and | enquiry :. It is indeed 
calculated ſolely for the meridian of Rome; with 


out it Popery cannot ſtand a ſingle year; and if we 


admit it, we throw the gates of our Church wide 
open to receive Tranſubſtantiation, and all the con- 4 
comitant abominations of idolatrous worm. - 


In fact, reaſon was the firſt vehicle of infarmation | 


from God to men ; it is as truly his gift, as any 


verbal or written revelation he ever afterwards 


vouchſafed to mankind. If he be a God of truth 


therefore, he cannot contradict himſelf, nor, by a 
ſubſequent diſcovery of his will, confound thoſe 
truths which were received fram him by a former 


communication. It may be true, and it certainly 
is true, © that reaſon cannot comprehend the in- 
finite and incomprehenſible nature of God:“ But 
does it follow, that, becauſe it cannot do all, it can 


do nothing ? 80 far as it has clear, diſtinct, and 
adequate 


1 7 44 2 ICE] 


(5s) * 
adequate eoneeptions, ſo far its deciſions are In- 
fallible; and it makes no difference, whether its 


object be things earthly, or things heavenly ; the 


nature of God, or the nature of man. 


The certainty ariſes not from the nature of the 


object under contemplation, but from the clear 
perception it has of the agreement, or diſagreement 
of its own ideas. Wherever it finds that, it finds 


certainty, and ſo far it may be ſafely truſted; nay, 
the man feels himſelf under a neceſſity of receiving 


or rejecting, whatever it thus legitimately decides, 
as aſſuredly true, or aſſuredly falſe. The Father 
and Giver of it, the gracious and wiſe God, has 
formed us entirely paſſive in the caſe; and truth, 
of whatſoever kind, clearly diſcerned, is the cen- 


ter, to which our aſſent is as forcibly impelled, as 


heavy matter towards the center of che earth. 


; Let us inſtance in 2 few propoſitions reſpecting 


the nature of God. Firſt then, when reaſon has 


once attained the knowledge of this truth, that 


there 1s but one Supreme God, (in whatever way 
it gained this knowledge, whether by purſuing its 


own refcarches, or by Divine Revelation) it infal- 
libly decides, and it cannot do otherwiſe, not even 


ſuſpend its deciſion, that there are neither more, 
nor fewer, neither no God at all, nor yet three 


Supreme Gods, 


Secondly ; - 
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| ; 
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Sf ; When it has once diſcovered, in 
whatever way, that the Supreme God is infinitely 


wile, Juſt, and true, it determines abſolutely, that 
_ whoever is not infinitely. wiſe, Te 1 true, is 
not Supreme God. | 


; | Thirdly 5 When it is once known, that the Su- 


preme God is underived and ſelf. exiſtent, holding 
all his attributes by the neceſſity of his nature, and 
not at the pleaſure of any other; reaſon concludes 
with intuitive certainty, that whoever is not un- 
derived and ſelf- exiſtent, whoever receives his at- 

tributes from, and holds them at the mne of 


another, is not Supreme S 
e A of . 6 7 Hes 2 Auen oc tor 


If an Angel From Heaven ſhould teach the con- 


trary of any of theſe concluſions, and though he 
ſhould work innumerable miracles, yet reaſon 
would reje& his evidence as of one deceived, or 
deceiving ; becauſe it would feel an irreſiſtible con- 
viction, that what he taught was falſe : And if you, 
Sir, have taught doctrines equally incredible, rea- 


ſon will riſe up againſt you, and like neglected 


_ conſcience, aſſert its own rights, and condemn you, 
however you may flatter yourſelf you had lulled it 


to Ps or depoled it from its ſovereignty. 


8 Lot 1s therefore exanilne your great propoſition, 


which you pretend to deduce ſo confidently from 


1 


EE 


fo many texts, © that, Jeſus Chriſt is with the Fa- 
ther, one God; or, as you expreſs yourſelf in 
other places, « that. Jeſus. Chriſt is one with the 
ol ather, God Va or, „the Holy Ghoſt one with 
the Father and the Son, God *. With the firſt 
of theſe propoſitions you ſet out, and the ſecond 
and the third you have adopted 1 in various parts of 


Four book. Now, Sir, if you are to be underſtood 


as ſpeaking the common lan guage of your country, 
you ought to mean, that Father, Son, and Holy 
Choſt are but different names of one and the ſame 


perſon, and conſequently they 1 muſt be one and the 


fame God. This is the true, the only import of 
the Engliſh word one. If this were your meaning, 
you would be as arrant an Unitarian as the honeſt 
Apologiſt himſelf; with this difference however, 
that he, with the ſacred penmen, preſerves the 


diſtinction of perſons, and you, with the Heretic 
Sabellius, take it AGF: 


But, though you have choſe to uſe the language 
of an Heretic, it appears from your whole book, 
that you mean no Hereſy ; and particularly from 
the vehement declamation with which you defend 
the eſtabliſhed forms. I take it for granted there- 
fore, that whatever induced you to depart from 


the language, Four A intention 1s to defend the doc- 
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knowledge planted by God in the mind of man; 


(8 ) 


| trine of the Athanaſian' Creed. By the: Ant 5 
therefore of this Creed 1 muſt interpret yours; and 
ſappoſe the burtheri of all your arguments to „ 


that „ the Father is God, the Son God, and the 


Holy Ghoſt God; and yet there are not 'three 
Gods, but one God.“ The fame Creed informs 


us farther, that * the whole three Perſons are co 
eternal together and co-equal,” and'that® each peri 


ſon is by himſelf God and Lord ;” that is, if IL have 


any conception of the meaning of the terms, that 


the Father is Supreme God, the Son Supreme God, 
and the Holy Ghoſt Supreme God; that there is 4 


numerical and perſonal difference, and yet, that 8 


ny are all but one and the lame Supreme gol, : 


Now, Sir, human reafbts; he firſt ſource of 


and which he could never afterwards contradi 


informs me, that one Supreme God; and another 
Supreme God, and another Supreme God, are 


three Supreme Gods, and that three Supreme Gods 


cannot be one Supreme God; and therefore that 


it cannot be true, that all three are Supreme Gods, 


and yet that there is but one Supreme God. And 
the misfortune IS, that reaſon teaches me this fo 


authoritatively, that I cannot but acquieſce in her 


information; nay, that I feel in my own mind 


that ſhe teaches me truly. 


in 


(9 7 


You bid me renounce reaſon, and depend on reve- 
lation. But I know not what is revelation, other- 
wife than by the information of my reaſon; and 
the informs me that this propoſition is falſe, by a 
much clearer evidence, than ſhe affords me of the 


exiſtence of any revelation whatever. Shall 1 


| therefore renounce the clearer, and be guided by 
the darker evidence? No; I will not do that; that 
would be to deſpiſe the moſt aſſured gift of God: 


I will not renounce my reaſon, but have conſulted 


revelation; and, thank God, find no ſach propo- 


fition, expreſſed or a from the firſt to 1 


laſt ne of it. 


The 3 of the e Holy Ghoſt, in the in- 


ſpired ſcriptures, is Plain, poſitive, and uniform, 
that there is but one living and true God, and that 
the Father is he. This truth is repcatedly deliver- 
ed in terms, that abſolutely exclude the Son by 
name, firſt by St. John recording the words of 
Chriſt himſelf, that they might know thee the only 


true God, and Jeſus Chriſt whom thou 'haſt ſent &; 
and again by St. Paul, there is but one God, the 
Father, and one Lord, TFeſus Chriſt f. Again; 
our Saviour affirms of himſelf, My Pather is greater 


than I f. Of that day and that hour knieweth no 


* John xvii. 3. + x Cor. viii, 6. f John xiv. 28. 
C 0 nax, 


In duch a dilemma, What ſolution ſhall 1 ſeek? 
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( 10 % 
man, no, net the angels which are in beaven, neither 
the Son, but the Father x. Then cometh tbe end 


when he ſhall have delivered: up the kingdom (which 
he had received) to: Gad, even tlie Father-—for he 


(God) hath put all things under his feet." But when 


be ſaith all things are put under him, it is manife 20 
bat he is excepted that did put all things under him; 
and when all things ſhall be ſubdued unto him, then 
hall the Son alſo himſelf" be ſubject unto him, that Hut 


all things under bim, that . n 2 all in 1 1 


$4 gy; 'Z $4 3 
* 
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Does not the laſt We ye TY that. the 


San. received the kingdom from the Father, who 
is excluſively ſtiled God; and that he muſt, at the 


conſummation of all things, reſign his powers to 


God, who gave them? Is it poſſible that the Son 
ſhould receive the kingdom from himſelf, and 
reſign it to himſelf? And, if he received it from 
another, and reſigned it to another; is not that 
other, from whom he received it, and whoſe ſub- 
ject he is at laſt to become, his ſuperior; as St. Paul 
aſſerts he was during his whole adminiſtration, 


when he obſerves that he is IE that did 0 18 * 
*. * bim? | 


* - In-covfounite'to.:this-des, of his owing: the 
| kingdom to the Father's appointment, our Savis 


2 Mark XI, 31. T 1 Cor. xv. 24. &c. 
| our 
( re orys ar a ws Bs ON Bee pI 4 * 


1 
our himſelf, in the moſt ſolemn act of ſovereignty 
he ſhall ever exerciſe, the judgment of the laſt 
day, and the final ſentence to be pronounced, ac- 
knowledges himſelf the diſpenſer of the Father's 
mercies. Come, ſays he to the righteous, ye bleſſed 
of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from 
the beginning of the world K. If the gracious deſign. 
of giving everlaſting life to good men originated 
equally from the whole Trinity, if our Saviour 
was equally the delegate of the whole, it is incon- 
ceivable that he ſhould cloſe his commiſſion by re- 
quiring from them a recognition of the Father's 
goodneſs only. Where equal nen is con- 
ye _— HR 18 due. 


The texts juſt ind, are We fo . in 
their teſtimony for the ſole ſupremacy of the 
Father, that language affords not terms more de- 
ciſive. In anſwer to theſe, what do you produce? 
You have ranſacked the ſacred pages almoſt from 
end to end; and yet you have not produced one 
text, or ſcrap of a text, which affirms that the 
Father is not the one true God; that the Son is 

the one true God; that he was any thing, which 

the Father did not make him, or poſſeſſed any 
powers which the Father did not give him. All 
that you have done is by way of interpretation and 


* Mat. xxv. 34. we 
C 2 | _ inference, 
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inference, and how lame yo are in thai: e will wad 


- That God pombe to Link about a e 
3 and that that event was finally accompliſh - 
ed by the Son, is no proof of the Son's ſupreme 
and independent Divinity. It proves indeed, and 
this is all it can prove, that the Son was the 
Father's inſtrument, who werent the cent 
5 wed his mediation. 


1 That Jeſus Chriſt mated MII raiſed the 
dead, forgave ſins, ſhall judge the world, and 
give everlaſting life, if he poſſeſſed theſe powers in 
his own proper and underived right, Sk ſeem 
to be ſomething to your purpoſe, But is it not 


| aſtoniſhing, that, when you read ſuch declarations 


as theſe, you ſhould pay no attention to thoſe 
drawebacks, with which they are qualified, and 
rendered utterly inadequate to your concluſion? 
Such-as, My Father is greater than 1*; the Sen can 
do nothing of himſelf ; the Father hath er all 
judgment to the Sen; hath given to the Son ts have 
life in himſelf; I can. of my own ſelf do nothing ; the” 
works which the Father hath given. me to finiſh}, 
I can do nothing of myſelf, but as the Father hath 


* Juha xiv, 28. + Jchn v. 19. 4 Ibidem' 22, 26, 30, 36. 
| taught 


T 13 1} : 
taught me, I ſpeak theſe things * ; the Father which 


ſent me, gave me commandment, what' I ſhould ſay, 


ond what 1 JING ſpeak +; as the Father gave me 
commandment, even even fo I do |; it pleaſed the Father 


that in him ſhould all fullneſs duell 9, G giveth not 


* OO by * unto him 19 


.|Now; if the Father was greater than the Son; 


if the Son could do nothing of himſelf; if he held 


the judgment by the Father's commiſſion, and life 
as the Father's gift; if the Father appainted the 
works he was to finiſh, and taught and command- 
ed him what he ſhould ſpeak, and what he ſnould 
do; if the fullneſs that was in him, depended on 


the Father's pleaſure, and he was not qualified 


for his high office, without an immeaſurable por- 
tion of the Holy Spirit; what is the fair inference 


from all this; Not ſurely, that he was the Su- 
preme God, of whom not one of theſe, or ſimilar 


propofitions, would be true; but that he was the ; 
Father's meſſenger and miniſter; that, whatever 


mighty works diſtinguiſhed his miniſtration, they 


were all the effects of the Father's power acting in 
him, and by him: Or, if you pleaſe, that he was | 


DG and ſent by the TR. 


* John vl. 28. John xii. 49. I John XIV. 31. 
y Col. i. 19. John iii. 34. 


Again; 
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"" Again} ; The magnificent”; titles with which 1 he 
is inveſted, the high. honours ordained for hun in 


| heaven and in earth, ſhall be allowed to prove, | 
that he is a moſt ſtupendoully glorions Being; 
that the Father loveth the Son, and hath given all 


things into his hand * but we muſt ſtop ſhort of 


abſolute Godhead, 1 we read ſuch paſſages as 
the tollowiny g. God hath highly exalted him, and 


given him a name, which is above every name, that 
at the name of Feſus every knee ſhould bow, of things 
in heaven, and things in carth, and things under the 


earth; and that every tongue ſhould confeſs, that Feſus 
re is Lord, to o the be glory f God the Father 5 


"i God, the W and elk eriſtent God, we 


know from revelation as well as reaſon, that there 
is 10 variableneſi, neither ſhadow of turning f. It is 
impoſſible therefore, that the ſupreme, ſelf-exiſtent 
| God ſhould either be abaſed (as St. Paul, in the 


preceding verſes, informs us Jeſus Chriſt was) or 


exalted. And what is the more remarkable, he 


5 aſſumed not this ſuper-eminent' degree of exalta- 
tion to himſelf, but God exalted him, in reward 
of his perſonal merits, under the reſtriction, that 


every tongue ſhould confeſs that Feſius Chrijz is Lord, 


UL to toe glory of GY the Father. 


bs. 


1 is 0 


18 not one of theſe glorious Bein gs manifeſtly i in- 


55 ferior to the other? Can it be God, who gave, or 
Chriſt, who received; the Son who is appointed 


to ſo high honours; or the Father, who in the 
1 formal aQ of inveſtiture, has made a reſerve of 


his own pre-eminence, | and conditioned that theſe 
_ honours Thall ultimately be referred to his own 


Ka qc 


Theſe few 13 texts, and plain . 1 am 
ated, are ſufficient to give a compleat defeat 
to that hoſt of ſhreds and patches which you have 
: arrayed, with ſo formidable an appearance, under 
your banners; and if the matter were to be deci- 
ded by plain common ſenſe, I ſhould think it unne- 
ceſſary to give you further trouble. But a ſtaunch a 
Athanaſian is not ſo eaſily to be conquered; he. 


has as many ſhifts as a weather-beaten fox; he 


varies ſhapes with the dexterity of a Proteus; 
and, though he has the words Hereſy and Heretics 
perpetually in his mouth, there 1s not an Heretic | 
of them all, of ever ſo odious name, or odious 


tenets, whoſe ſemblance he deigns not to aſſume, 


| when he! 18 pinched by a capable adverſary, or the 


intereſt of the cauſe requires it. When the firſt is 
no longer for his purpoſe, he flips into a ſecond, 


or a third; and when ſtripped of that, reſumes his 
or iginal ſhape, and boldly claims the ground from | 


which he had been fairly driven. —— 
To 
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To juſtify this Ra teal 1 need but ap- 


F peal to your own conduct. At your ſetting out, 
your language and your features were downright 
Sabellian, and ſome attention was neceſſary to ſee 
; through the diſguiſe. At page 201, you figure 
in, in the garb and enſigns of a Tritheiſt, or main · 
tainer of three equal Gods. For there we read 


this very extraordinary remark; * as to this afſer- 


tion, © that we who j join in the four invocations, 
&« at the beginning of the Litany, can be ill de- 


< tended againſt the charge of holding four Gods, 
„to wit, the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
* Ghoſt, and the Trinity; it is about as wiſely 


put, as if we ſhould ſay, that the government at 


© Rome was adminiſtered not by three, but by four 


© men, to wit, Octavius, Lepidus, Anthony and the 


Triumvirate.“ Now, either there is ſome ana- 


logy between the terms Triumvirate and Trinity, 
or there is not. If not, you have mocked your 


readers with mere idle ſounds, This ſurely you 
could not mean to do. There muſt. therefore be 


ſome analogy; and that analogy can lie in nothing 
but this, that as the term Triumvirate ſtands 


for the idea of three men, numerically and ſub- 


ſtantially diſtin, exerciſing a joint and equal au- 


thority; ; fo the term Trinity conveys the idea of 


three Gods, numerically and ſubſtantially diſtin, 
in .the exerciſe of equal powers and dominion. 
And if the Father. be God, numerically and 

ſubſtan- 
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ſubſtantially Aiſtin& from the Son; tlie Son from = | 
the Holy Ghoſt; and the Holy Ghoſt from both ol 


there will then be three equal Gods; as certainly 
as Octavius, Anthony, and Lepidus were three 

men: And if this is not, what is Tritheiſm ? 

But this illuſtration is moſt. unfortunate in an- 
other reſpect; it bears not the ſmalleſt reſem- x” 110 
blance to the point you would illuſtrate, To 4 
make it pertinent, it ought to have been ſaid, 
that Octavius was a man, Lepillus a man, An- 1 
thony a man, and yet all three conjoined—a man; 4 


and if you had put it thus, you would have left 1 
Mr. Lindſcy and Dr. Clarke in full poſſeſſion of (ji 
their canſequence: For he who can count to four, 1 
would find the Triumvirate to have been a fourth „ | 14 
Mg ne I 


Thus you ate by turns a Säbellian; and a Tri- il 
theiſt; ſometimes a ſtrict Unitarian, and ſome- 14 


times declaiming loudly for the doctrine of three Mit 
equal Gods. But at the preſent pinch Sabellian- 1M 
iſm and Tritheiſm will do nothing for you. 1 
They afford no anſwer to ſo many plain texts f FJ} | 
Scripture, that ſo poſitively aſſert the Father's ſu- 3 
periority, and the inferiority of the Son. What 8 | | 
therefore is tobe done? Why, there is another claſs 4 
of Heritics, whoſe peculiar error it is to divide 15 
Chriſt; to conſider him not as one individual per- F 
lon, but as two, According to theſe, there was || 
D a Chriſt, | 
| 
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e 
a Chriſt, who came down from heaven, and was 
God; and a Chriſt, who was born of the TOO 


Now, here is the very thing you want; The 
« man Chriſt Jeſus, you fay *, was. inferior to 
« God; that is having two natures, one was 
« greater, and conſequently one leſs than the 
* other.” When therefore the Scriptures ſpeak 
of his inferiority to the Father, we muſt under- 
ſtand them as ſpeaking of his © leſs nature, that 
is, as of mere man. But the queſtion is not 

whether he had two natures, but whether he had 
two perſons. If he had two perſons, (which you 
muſt mean, if you mean to help yourſelf out of 
the difficulty) then you are no longer an Athana- 


ſian, or Sabellian, but a Cerinthian: If he had but 


one perſon, then whatever is ſaid of Chriſt, muſt 


= We underſtood of but one perſon, and that one 


perſon muſt be inferior to the Father, except ont | 
and the ſame perſon could be inferior, and not in- 
terior to one and the ſame Father. 


Your two natures therefore are, in your appre- 
henſion, two perſons; and this is all the anſwer 
you vouchſafe to give to all that weight of evi- 
dence, by which his abſolute inferiority may ſeem 


* Layman, page 17. 
to 


19) 


— be proved. 8. is not only all you do ſay, but 
all you can ſay; and a wretched all it is. For, even 
granting that you have ſome fetch in your owh 
mind, by which you perſuade yourſelf, that, 

when you ſpeak of the two natures of Chriſt, you 

mean not two perſons; yet you muſt mean at 

leaſt, that the perſonal pronouns, I, Thou, He, 
are frequently ſpoken not of whole Chriſt, but of 
a very inconſiderable part of him. This is a con- 
ceit which abſolutely deſtroys all certainty in 
language; and what is worſe, it is a mere gratis 
dictum, a direct begging of the queſtion. For you 

have not produced, you cannot produce one word 


1 Scripture, not the moſt diſtant innuendo, that 


the perſon of Chriſt is not one undivided, and in- 

_ diviſible perſonz that whatever is affirmed of him, 
is not affirmed of whole Chriſt, of that Son of 
God who came down from heaven, was made 
fleſh, died and roſe again, and was by the Fa ather 
made both Lord and Chriſt. 


The 3 will not help you out, but you 
Will help yourſelf. The intereſts of the cauſe were 
all at ſtake; For without this ſhift, Athanaſi- 
aniſm is gone for ever. It is but boldly aflirm- 
ing, and the neceſſity muſt juſtify the venture. 
Such are the miſerable conſequences, when human 
authority invades God's province, and erects a 
| tribunal to controul the wiſdom of the Holy Spint. 
| D 2 Error 
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Error 3 is ; eſtabliſhed, and perhaps in no long time 
detected. It is not however renounced; that 


would diſgrace the authority that ſet it up. The 
ſame authority goes to work again therefore, and 
hopes to falve the former error by a ſecond deci- 
fion; it decides erroneouſly a ſecond time, and 
thus error was propagated upon error in the Chris» | 
ſtian world to fo an enormous a degree, that, for 
ſeveral ſucceſſive ages, Paganiſm itſelf wore as fair 


a face FO Chrianity. 


Seeing therefore you can produce No Scripture 
to prove, that Chriſt is ever ſpoken of as two per- 


ſons, or that his whole perſon is not meant in 
every paſlage, where he is named; I will produce 
two texts, which, in my opinion, demonſtrably 


prove his inferiority to the Father, even in his 
greater nature, as you chooſe to ſpeak, or as he is 


God, 


WC EEE ET 


himſelf, but what he ſecth the Father do. Not to 


mention the abſurdity of -the ſuppoſition, that 
Chriſt came down from heaven to teach men ſo 
well known a truth, as that mere man cannot work 


miracles, Son and Father here muſt be reciprocal 


terms; and therefore Son cannot mean Son of man, 
or man, but the Son of God, or Chriſt in his 
greater nature; or as the Pſeudo-Athanaſius ex- 
on 55 preſſes 


('21 ) 
preſſes „5 God of the ſubſtance of the Father, 
« begotten before the worlds; not man of the ſub- 


« fiance of his mother born in the world,” If 


therefore Chriſt in his greater nature, or in the 
language of you and Athanaſius, as he was God, 


could do nothing of himſelf, but as he was en- 
abled by the Father, Chriſt in his greater nature 


was inferior to the Father. : 


The 4 text 5 Mark xiii. 32. Of that day, 
ond that hour knoweth no man, no not the angels which 
are in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father. Sure- 
ly a divine revelation was not neceſſary to prove, 
that mere man did not know the day of judgment. 


This was as certainly known before, as it could be 


ſince our Saviour's appearance. Father and Son 


therefore muſt again be reciprocal terms, and the 


fame concluſion follows. If you ſay, after all, 
that poſſibly Son may mean Son of man, or Jeſus 


Chriſt in his « leſs nature 3 0 inſiſt that it is a doc- 
trine of Athanaſianiſm, that he was the Son of the 
Father before he was born into the world, and 
that, if he had never been born, he would not- 


withſtanding have been a Son: Elſe what will be- 
come of the eternal generation; 


Conſider the fact therefore i in this light. could 
he, in his © greater” nature, of himſelf perform 
miraculous works; or did he know that day and 


hour ? 


X03 
hour? If he could do the one, and knew the other; 
he could do the one, and knew 'the other only 
as a Son; for he was always a Son, Could he 
therefore truly ſay, in the former caſe, that the 
Sen could do nothing; and in the latter, that the 
Son knew not the day and hour, but the Father 
only; when at the ſame time, it might with the 
utmoſt certainty have been affirmed, that the Son 
could do every thing, and knew every thing as 

well as the Father himſelf? Such ' equivocation 
could come with little propriety from the mouth 
of the Son of God, and it is with as little decency _ 
forced upon him by the whole tribe of Athanaſians. 
This indeed is moſt inconſiſtent with their own r 
principles, but conſiſtency and orthodoxy are not 
n at accord. 


You have had an uneaſy time, 1 know well 
enough, among your Cerinthian allies; but you 


dare not leave them yet: If you have any hope, We 


depends entirely on them. I ſhall find you by and 
by at your proper poſt, and, when it is your cue, 
maintaining the Unity of Chriſt's perſon, as firmly 
as the Unity of his Godhead with the Father. In 
the mean time you muſt allow me to keep poſ- 
ſeſſion of your own camp, and turn its deſerted 
| ery: upon rag: 


Neque 


n 
* Lex eft juſtior ulla, 


Quam necis urtiſices arte perire ſud. 


Take your Common Prayer-book therefore, and 


behold what the counterfeit Athanaſius teaches to 


all his diſciples: „Though he (Chriſt) be God 
„ and man, yet he is not two, but one Chriſt ; One 


« altogether,” that is, in the ſtricteſt ſenſe of unity. 


Again; © as the reaſonable ſoul and fleſh is one 


man, ſo God and man is one Chriſt ;” that is, as 

really one perſon, as the reaſonable ſoul and fleſh is 

one perſon. LI aſk therefore, could one and the ſame 
perſon both know and not know the ſame thing at 


the ſame time? Did our Saviour really know the 


day and hour in his greater“ nature, which now 


united to his leſs” made together with it one per- 


| ſon, as truly as the united body and ſoul of man 


are one perſon, when he ſo ſolemnly aſſures his 


diſciples he knew it not? A witneſs in a court of 


juſtice delivering ſuch an evidence would be indicted 
of perjury, and an honeſt jury would convict him, 


| notwithſtanding the miſerable quibble, i 7. ke ſhould | 


dare to alledge it, that his fleſh was really iznorant, 
: 9 rexjonabic ſoul TOW well enough. 


Shall we not ſhudder to put a fort of language 
in the mouth of the meſſenger of the God of truth, 


nay, as you call him, the God of truth himſelf, 


which would bring a frail mortal to condign pu- 


niſhment? 


o : 5 * + ata 
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niſhment? This ſingle conſideration is wont to 
affect me fo forcibly, that I can hardly forbear to 
weep, when I hear ſerious and well-diſpoſed Chri- 


ſtians talk of their holy Redeemer, of the bleſſed 


Son of him who hateth a lie, in a ſtrain ſo exceed- 
ingly groſs and blaſphemous. Pardon the ſeverity 


of the expreſſion: the vaſt importance of the ſub- 


| jet extorted it from me; and I cannot retract it, 
while I am convinced that the preaching of Chriſti- 
anity mult for ever be ineffectual for the general 


converſion of mankind, ſo long as it is exhibited 


in a form ſo revolting to common ſenſe ; and its 
powers enfeebled, or rather ſmothered and ex- 
tinguiſhed, beneath a maſs of human inventions, 
defended by palpable contradictions and abſurdity. 
Not one Jew, not one Mahometan, in ſuch cir: 
cumſtances, can become a Chriſtian; hardly a Pa- 
gan will exchange idolatry for a ſyſtem, that looks 
at him with ſo diſtorted and deformed a viſage. 


On fuch pitiful ſophiſtry the whole of your 


ſyſtem is founded; on a kind of ſophiſtry, that ad- 
mits of ſo eaſy, ſo full, and, if I may be allowed 


to ſay it, in my judgment, ſo unanſwerable a con- 
futation. For if there is no authority of Scripture 
for dividing the perſon of Chriſt ; if there is but a 
ſingle text, that exhibits him, in his * greater na- 


ture,” as you affect to ſpeak, as inferior to the Fa- 


ther, your whole reaſoning is overthrown, and 
muſt 


$9 


muſt paſs away like the baſeleſs fabric of a viſion; 


Such texts, I think, I have produced, plain, po- 


ſitive, and incapable of other interpretation. If 
there are others therefore, that at firſt ſight ſeem 
to look a different way, Scripture cannot contradict 
Itſelf, and the leſs clear muſt give way to the more 
clear: In fact, there is not one text, in which 


_ Jeſus Chriſt is mentioned, even in his higheſt ſtate 
of glory, but is capable of an eaſy reconciliation 
with this his own poſitive aſſertion, My Father is 


greater than I; while itſelf is utterly irreconcileabla 
with the idea of his aan or ſameneſs with God 5 


the Father. 5 


You muſt be ſenſible, one would ſuppoſe, that 


at leaſt you have been playing on the brink of an 
abſardity ; that if your ſyſtem is true, it is the moſt 
aſtoniſhing, nay, in itſelf, the mofl incredible, 


that ever was preſented to the human mind. This 


might have taught you ſome modeſty and diffi- | 
_ dence; but aſſured of your own abilities, and 
ſwollen with imaginary infallibility, you have ex- 
hibited a ſpecimen of hardineſs, (I mean to ſpeak 
charitably when J call it hardineſs) ſuch as perhaps 


was never before equalled. Here are your words. 


Either Jeſus Chriſt is one with the Father, 
“ God, or he is not; either the Holy Ghoſt is one 
* with the Father and the Son, God, or he is not. 
E- On 


: 
* 
1 
: 
o 
= 
54 
1 
14 
1. 
1 
179 
| 3 
114 
|? 
2] 
1 
if 
1 
14 
. 
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© On ſuppoſing that the negative ſide of this di 
( Jemma can be aſſumed, (and for argument's ſake 
it muſt be ſuppoſed, however irkſome) a conle- 
& quence enſues, horrible to thought. The God 
ol peace becomes a firebrand of contention, ten- 
“fold confuſion proceeds from God, who is not 
 « the author of confuſrn ; the ſpirit of truth is a tyar ; 
the fimple and guileleſs zeal of the Apoſtles, is 


« crafty and defigning duplicity; the wiſdom of 5 


God, folly, beneath the fooliſhneſs of men; and 


the revelation of the God of truth, from end 10 
dend, ſcarce the word of deſigning falſhood, it 


* muſt have proceeded om a 8 0 to his own _ 
1 artifices 8 . 


| Pray, good Sir, moderate your wrath, and | 
hear a word for the defendants. Either it was the 
will of God, that all honeſt, and ſerious, and ca- 

pable enquirers ſhould find theſe propoſitions indiſ- 
putably revealed, or it was mot. If ſuch were his 
will, all ſuch enquirers would certainly find them: 
but all honeſt, and ſerious, and capable enquirers 
have not found theſe propoſitions indiſputably re- 
vealed; and therefore the other Jifle. of the dilemma 
is certainly true, and it was not his will that all 
ſuch enquirers ſhould ſo find them. But what 
then? God has given ſuch a revelation as he knew 


* Layman, page 229. | 
would 


| C 27 * 


would beſt anſwer his gracious purpoſe of bringing 


good men to everlaſting life, and no particular 


harm has been done to you. If you like not reve- 
lation as it is, you are not obliged to receive it; 1 


way therefore ſhould you ſo outrageoully = 
Cry havoc, and let looſe the dogs of war?“ 


Why ſhould you pour out a torrent of foul lan- 
guage againſt the venerable Apoſtles, for recording 


faithfully the ſuggeſtions of the Holy Spirit, and 


againſt the Holy Spirit, and againſt God, for 


doing what was propereſt, and wiſeſt, and beſt ? 


But you proceed, © I ſhudder as I write ;” and 


well you may.—But I have done with remarks, 


except that ſuch hot, burning zeal is no proper 
diſpoſition of mind for ſtudying the religion of the 
meek and humble Jeſus, nor indeed for the diſco- 
very of truth in general, which requires a ſteady, 


peaceable, and calm attention. I will add, that 
perhaps a cautions man would not think more fa- 
vourably of a aoctrine, that was not found by Neu- 
ton, Locke, Clarke, and a long lift beſides of the 


ableſt enquirers ; men, to whom Chriſtianity owes 
the moſt effential ſervices, who were burning and 


ſhining lights, and with reſpe& to whom the. Lay- 
man ſtands at an immenſe diſtance. 


Before 1 proceed to conſider your texts, [ maſt 
be allowcd to quote another paſſage, which, chou oh 
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Thus ſpeaks Paganiſm | 
and Popery by the pen 


of the Layman, page 
150. 
« The ans of 
00 God, and that gra- 
„ cious indulgence with 
_ © whuch he has conſulted 
* the infirmities of our 
e ſtate, is in this reſpect 
« alſo very ſtrongly diſ- 
played, that he took 


© manhood on : him, in 


© order to give a ſenſible 
object of worſhip to man- 
c kind, incapable as 
ce forming any adequate 


& idea of the abſtract 


9 God, whoſe qualities 
s are of a nature incom- 

6 prehenſible by our 

The world 


minds. 
e merged in Idolatry at 


the time of his incar- 
nation, 


in a different way, is full as extraordinary as the 
preceding; and at the ſame time I ſhall take the 

liberty to contraſt with it a few Verſes of Holy 
Scripture. 


Thus ſpeaks true re- 
ligion by the mouth of 


Moſes, the Prophet of 


God. Deut. chap. 4. 


Me Lord ſpake unto you 


out of the midſt of the fire 3 


ye heard the voice of the 


Words, but ſaw no fenalt- <p 
tude; only ye heard @ 
voice. Verſe 12. 5 


Lale ye therefore good 


heed unto yourſelves, (for 
je ſaw no manner of ſimili. 
tude on the day that the 
: Lord ſpake unto you, 3 
Horeb, out of the midſt of 
_ the fire 2) leſt you corrupt 


yourſelves, and make you a 


graven image, the fimili» 
tude of any figure, the like- 


neſs of male or female, the 
likeneſs of any beaft that is 
on the earth, the likeneſs of 
any winged fowl that flieth 


in 


(29 3 


er nation, was mercifully in the air, the likeneſs of 
c indulged with an ob- any thing that creepeth on 
& ject of ſenſe—to whom the ground, the likeneſs of 


« even by the exertion any thing that is in the wa- 
« of the ſame faculties by fers under the earth. Verſes 
ce which they had adopt- 16, 17, 18. 
« ed and adored waa = 

e they could prefer 

„e ſhip, without the im- 

885 putation of Idolatry.” 


Now, Sir, I begin NG texts; but ſhall 


examine comparatively very few; both becauſe it 
would be endleſs to trace you through all your 


windings, through all your wreſtings and tortur- 
ings of Scripture, and becauſe, what I have before 
advanced, contains, in my judgment, a full and 


ſatisfactory anſwer to all you have alledged. Such 
therefore only I ſhall attend to, as either look witng 
ſome face of importance on your ſide, or are diſtin- 


guiſhed by your very extraordinary application. 


Page 54. Thy kingdom come,” Matth. vi. 10. 
„ Thine is the kingdom, and the power and the 


glory, for ever and ever. Amen.“ Matth. vi. 13. 


Theſe words are part of the Lord's prayer, of 
that prayer, which our Saviour taught his Diſ- 
cijples on a vey particular occaſion, when they in- 
treated 


* 
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treated his information, how they ought to pray; 
and you move heaven and earth to prove this 
prayer to be addreſſed to the Son. The firſt words 
of it are theſe, Our Father which ari in heaven. The 


perſon therefore, to whom it is addreſſed, was then 
in heaven. | But are you ſure the Diſciples knew 


we Sore: to be in heaven at the time, or that he 
really was-in heaven? He took much pains to teach 


them the contrary. He told them, that he came 


down from heaven &; that he was come from God f; 

that he came forth fron the Father, and came into the 

200 Id I; that as he came from. God, he was to goto 
Gad g; that he was to go to the Father || ; that he was 
to leave the world, and go to the Father **; 


aſcend to his Father, and their Father, to his God, i . 


their God TH that he was to aſcend up where he 
was before ff. Did he ever tell them that, not- 
withſtanding all this, he was ſtill in heaven? Or if 
he was all this time ſtill in heaven, what occaſion 
could he have to aſcend up where he was before, 
that is, to return to the very place which he had 


never left? You will not ſay, that his human na- | 


ture had ever been in heaven, or that it could re- 
turn where it had never been. If therefore the 
Son was not at this time in heaven, the Son could 


not be the n to whom this prayer is addreſſed. 


by John vi. 38. + John xili. 3. 4 John xvi. 28. 


John xiii. 3. || John xiv. 28. *#* Joln xvi. 28. 


R Tt John vi. 62. 


It 


1 

It is impoſlible to ſay, what a diſputant of your 
peculiar caſt may chooſe to reply at ſuch a pinch. 
One may conjecture however, that you would quote 
John iii. 13. No man hath aſcended up to heaven, but 
he who came down from heaven, even the Son of man, 
who is in heaven. If you ſhould, I would reſtore 
_ conſiſtency to the text, by rectifying the tranſla- 
tion, and Ng; The Son of Man, who was in heaven, 
The Greek is 6 oy iy 1% Spy Gb, and it is reaſonable 
ſurely to give it that meaning, which alone can 
make ſenſe of the paſſage, and fet Saite at 


accord with Scripture. For the participle &y is in- 
different to the paſt and preſent time. That the 
participle is capable of this rendering, you may 
have demonſtration by John ix. 25, He anſiuered and 
aid, whether he be a ſinner or no, I cannot tell, One 
1 7 know," that whereas 1 was blind, now 7 ſee, 
rt TUPAGs o pr. GN. The fame participle Gy 
is rendered, in the two different texts, by the two 
a different Engliſh words ic and was ; for what rea- 
on. the tranſlators know beſt : For in both, the 
verb was! is equally neceflary to the ſenſe ; and it is 
aa 1 that a perſon ſhould at the ſame 
the place from which he had deſcended, 
x and that he who ſees ſhould be blind x. 


3 For or this weaning of the bertel 47 ſee John i. * 
xix. 38. 2 Cor. vhi. 9 8 
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But at al events, this prayer muſt be addreſſed 


to the Son. N ow, Sir, we will examine your 
| reaſons. They muſt have extraordinary weight, 
if they ſupport ſo extraordinary a concluſion. 


Why, at the end of it you read the word king- 
dom, and the word glory; and you likewiſe read 


in the Holy Scriptures of the kingdom and glory 

of the Son. But did you never read of the king- 

dom and glory of the Father; of a kingdom and 
glory given by the Father to the Son; of the Fa- 

ther who loved the Son, and gave all things into his 

hand? Do you not even quote a Scripture, that 
mentions the kingdom of Chriſt and of God? If 
therefore the Father had a kingdom and glory of 
his own, and the Son had neither, but as he re- 
ceived them from the Father; how will it follow, 
that the kingdem and glory, at the concluſion of 
the prayer, means the ſubordinate and commiſſion- 

| ary kingdom of the Son, and not the original, 
undelegated, underived ſupremacy of the Father? 


Is the Son once mentioned in the whole? No; but 


Son and Father in your Divinity are ſynonymous ” 
terms. Away with ſuch illuſion! When God Al- 


niighty condeicended to reveal his will to mankind, 


in the? very ſenſe mat gave e currency amon ng 
men: Otherwiſe he could not have made himſelf 


at all underſtood, without another revelation to 


explain his terms; he would have talked a jargon, 
- that 


EC $9 7 
that would have conveyed no more meaning than 
the language of Otaheite to an European. Father 
therefore in his language cannot mean Son, nor 
Son Father. Ex uno diſce omnes. 


Page 58. wa Who can | Forgive ſins, but God 
e alone?” None, by 2 primary right; but the 
Son of man alſo received power from God to for- 
give 5 


Page 66. Jeſus ſaid unto them before Abra- 
e ham was, Lam.“ John viii. ST. 


It is not eaſy to find out What you mean to ; 
make of this expreſſion, 7 am; whether you have 
determined to conſider it as an or dinary verb, or 
the proper name of God. If you take it for a pro- | 
per name, you repreſent our Saviour as giving 
juſt as intelligible an anſwer to the queſtion, whe» 
mar he had ſeen Abraham, as if he had ſaid, John, 
or Thomas. If you allow it to be a verb, I allow 
it to be of the preſent tenſe; but the context re- 
quires, that it here have a paſt fignification ; and 
then all will be rational and intelligible, literally 


thus, I was, before Abraham was born, Tp 
Aba. EEHL. And there is no myſtery i in this. 
It is a well-known maxim in grammar, that the 
preſent tenſe is a tenſe of all times; and any little 
boy will inform you, that he cannot proceed 
1 through 


e en PPP 


+ Soph. 'widem 304. "1 Philip, prima Nouneney 3 ks 


„ 

kchrough many pages together of a Claſſic author, 
without finding the neceſſity of applying it. Ac- 
cept of a few inſtances in either language. 


e Cratera antiquum, quem dat Sidonia Dido.” 


An ancient goblet, which Queen Dido gives | 
. hough Dido was dead and reduced to alkes long 
belore this time __ 


Tore Fr __ deck u v dypois d Arias, 
H 15 #7 aAAis Twds ovumimra porp f. 


The Greek verb owenumrea is of the preſent tenſe, 


and yet expreſſes a fatal accident, that had hap- 
pened to Laius fo long before, that his widow had 
married, and had had ſeveral children by her w 

ns huſband, before the time of wo" this. 


N pn or Sport Pu of | £05 gol 2 . Himz 8 


who cas not afraid to commit the fact, words will 
not terrify. 1 


O'yap fort weiuoToy auvrwy ix To Tepmukrs 
pays, Taro pos Tx MEA Aovrae RerTwoTtOy uTapyel 8. 
What was the worſt circumſtance in our affairs in 


time 


TT 8 
time paſt, bears the moſt hopeful aſpect with re- # 
gard to Futurity, It was thus underſtood by the 5 i 
Scholiaſt; © 0 Ns BX T5 s TaptAnAuloras tals Nora, g 
that which prejudiced your affairs in time paſt: 
And thus alſo Demoſthenes | explains himſelf, To 


Xx loro 45 Tols Taps nulco: , T&T0 pes T& Eνννον,ĩ 
| (e)TiGTov U Trae * „ N 


TED 


In the following quotation from the ſame Ora- 
tor, the preſent muſt be put for the future tenſe; | 
becauſe he is ſpeaking of the conſequences of a re- 
n he had juſt propoſed. E gec | ayer 
vue] ole PREV? et fray, To 5 de EY XY 
Tt TOlv EE PI TH) Ay 6105. Toupet T1 Te 
ole v T ; Shall there be no occaſion to take 
the field? While you continue at home, you -.. 
be a more reſpectable perſon, being freed from the 
temptation of poverty to commit a baſe action. 
S ball any W like the preſent fall out? &c, 


10 is exceeding « common with the comte writers il 
to put the preſent tenſe to expreſs both paſt and 
future time; and therefore it may be preſumed 
that ſuch a practice was not unuſual in familiar 
converſation. Thus Terence | Cum inde abes, 


EY 
* Vide notas in Philip. primam page 215, Page 107. 


of the ſame edition. by +} Eunu. Act th. Scene 4th. 
13 jam 


(90-9 
Jam tum inceperat turba inter eos. When 1 came 
away, a quarrel was begun between them. And 
again * Thra. Quid agimus ? Gna. Quin redea- 
mus. What hall we do? Let us even march 
; back. 8 8 Bs _ 


Page 67. 8 1 and my Father are one.” Jol 


X. 30 


Le | | 4 


In the original it is 37, not 4, one thing, not 


one God. And our Saviour explains his own 
meaning very fully, where he makes this prayer, 
0 Holy Father, keep through thine own name thoſe whom 


thou haſt | given me, that they may be one, as we are; 
that they all may be one, as thou, Tather, art in me, 


and I in thee; that they alſo may be one in us, that 


the world may Inox that theu haſt ſent me ;—that 


| they may be one, even as we are one that they may 


behold my glory which thou haſt given me f. Do you 


not know that this very anſwer has been given a 
thouſand times; that it has never been refuted; 


that, if it be capable of refutation, you ought to 


have done your cauſe that ſeryice, before you had 


alledged this text, which our Saviour himſelf ſo . 


ſtrongly intimates to be impertinent? 


* Act Ath, Scene 7th. | | 4 John XVil, It. 22. 24. 


Pag 
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Page 89. The grace of God, WhO hath to 
te the Gentiles alſo granted repentance unto life. 
& Acts xi. 14 Kc. But we believe, that through 
“ the grace of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt we ſhall be 
ce ſaved. Acts xv. 11. Here the grace of the 
ce Lord Jeſus, and af God, are one and the ſame.” 


No wonder: For the Lord Jeſus is the miniſter 
and diſpenſer of the grace of God; and he would 
not diſpenſe faithfully, if he diſpenſed any other 


grace, which he had not received. 


Page 94. 6: In the Ads, St. Luke ſays, that be- 


c&c cauſe Paul preached Jeſus to the Athenians, they 


& faid he ſeemed to be a ſetter-forth of range 


C Gods, Acts xvii. 18. —Here, upon a call to ex- 
plain himſelf, and anſwer the charge of ſetting 5 
forth /?range Gods, in baving preached Jeſus, he 
avows, that he whom he had preached was that 
* God whom they knew not, (the unknown 


_ 
a 


ce 


e 


"4s 


God) but worſhipped ignorantly : but he had 


— 


$ 


* 


K the Father,” | 


Really, Sir, this is a moſt ingenious argument, 


and wants nothing but truth in the premiſes to 


ſupport the concluſion. The whole of it, ſuch as 
it is, depends on a ſyppolition, that the terms 


rare 


preached Jeſus; therefore Jeſus Chriſt was that 
God hitherto unknown to them, and one with 


——ä ñ 22 —U—w — — — 


( 33 ) 


— ffrange Gods and unknown God, relate to the fame 


perion ; (and what will uot a bigotted Athanaſian 


ſuppoſe, when he hopes to ſerve his hypotheſis?) 


but this ſuppoſition will be found totally void of 
foundation. The original words for ſtrange Gods 


are Eevwy Sainoryjwy; Ejvwy means foreign, of an- 


other country, and Saiuorien, to the beſt of my 
preſent recollection, is, in every other paſſage of 
A, tranflated devils. If it had been ſo tran» 
Hated here, then we ſhould have read, that Paul 
Vas a ſetter- forth of foreign devils ; But you could 
ha ve made nothing at all of this; 3 it would have 
ſounded a note quite in diſcord with your tune. 
The word, however, in the fyſtem of Pagan theo- 


logy, means Deities of an inferior and miniſterial 


_ caſt; ſometimes the ſpirits of dead men deiſied; 
ſometimes even more imaginary beings, who had 
never had any real exiſtence *. Of the one ſort, 


or the other of theſe, they had a ſurpriſing multi- | 


plicity, for almoſt all the occaſions and incidents 


of life; and whom they worſhipped, as the Papiſts 


at this day their tutelary Saints, with exceſſive ſu · 
perſtition. This is what St. Paul reproves in them 
e ene when he tells them, that they were 

in all chings 605 Jai aipeoveoTipas, too much ad · 
G0 to— What! ? not ſurely the worſhip of the one 


» gsee Joſeph Mede's Tr eatiſe on the Apoſtacy of the latter 8 


times, chap. iv. page 629. edit. 3. 
true 


TT} 


true God, but to that of imaginary inferior Divi- 


nities. This meaning of the word, therefore, may 


afford ſome probability that St. Paul had preached 


Jeſus Chriſt as the mediator, as the Father's mi- 


miſter, or meſſenger ; ; but if he meant to exhibit 


him as the one true and ſupreme God, he had acs 


quitted himſelf very ill, and ſpeaking too by in- 
ſpiration, if he raiſed the conceptions of his audi- 
ence no higher than to their own ey and menial 


Divinities. 


But farther; The ſacred igen, giving the : 


reaſon. Why St. Paul was queſtioned as a ſetter- 
forth of foreign (Gods) Dæmons, ſays, becauſe he 


preached ro Inos x Try AvaGTaciy, Feſus and the 
| Reſurrection, The latter you have had the addreſs 


to keep out of your reader's view; though, the 


WW.” expreſſion fareign Demons being plural, a doubt 
may ariſe, whether it be not meant of both. It is 
poſlible that the Athenians, habituated to dæmo- 

nize almoſt every idea of the human mind, might 

miſtake the latter word, as they certainly did the 
former, for the name of a Demon; and in that 


caſe Paul was queſtioned, as the great and wiſe So- 
crates had before been put to death, as a ſetter- 
forth of ſtrange, or foreign Dæmons, Dæmons 
really plural, namely Jeſus and 'Ayaoraoy, the Re- 


ſurrection. I will not inſiſt, that this is certainly 


St. Luke's meaning; but his words being fairly 


capable 


er eee 
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capable of this interpretation, you ought to have 


proved, that it certainly was not, before you had 


argued ſo peremptorily from one half of the reaſon 
recorded, to the utter excluſion of the other: 


Otherwiſe a ſturdy diſputant, diſpoſed to defend 
every inch of ground, might fight you with your 
own weapons, and making a proper uſe of what 
you have been pleaſed to leave of the text, arrive, 


by the very ſame ſteps, at a very different conclu- 
ſion. Thus; “ becauſe Paul preached 'Araoraor, 
„ to the Athenians, they ſaid he ſeemed to be a 
* ſetter - forth of ſtrange Gods. Here, upon a call 
« to explain himſelf, and anſwer the charge of 


( ſetting-forth ſtrange Gods, in having preached 


« *A,zo7xos, he avows, that the Divinity, whom 
8 


he had preached, was that God, whom they knew 


« not (the unknown God) but worthipped igno- 
« rantly: but he had preached *Avaozaos, theres 
« fore Arco rats, i. e. the Reſurrection, was that 


« God hitherto unknown to them, and one un | 


« * Father.” 8 


Such an adverſary might habe quoted great au- 


thorities both ancient and modern. for this inter- 


pretation of 'Azaoraos*; and to fay the truth, 
it ſeems to be a very dubious point, whether St. 


* conjectures on the New Teſtament, printed for W. Bowyer 


and J. Nichols, Page 165. 


1 


( 4 ) 


Luke did not really mean ſo. Certainly to n mangle. | 


; Scripture at this ſtrange rate is not fair treatment 


of your readers; of whom per haps not one in forty 
by would confult his Bible. 


But to wail} When Paul afterwards, ſtand- 
ing in the midſt of Mars? Hill explains his own 
doctrine, and mentions his accidental diſcovery of 
an Altar inſcribed to the unknown God, does he tell 
his audience, does he give them the ſmalleſt inti- 
mation; that Jeſus was that unknown God, whom 
they ignorantly worſhipped ? Quite the contrary. 
After a ſpirited ang- ſublime deſcription of ſeveral 
of his attributes and actions, he comes at length 
to inform them, that, though he had winked at 
their former ignorance; yet he now commandeth all 
men every where to repent ; becauſe he (the unknown 
God) hath appointed a day in the which he will judge 
the world in righteouſneſs, by that Man (Jeſus Chriſt) 
doom he (the unknown God) hath ordained; where- 
ef he hath given aſſurance unto all nen; in that he 
(the unknown God) hath raiſed him (Jeſus Chriſt) 
From the dead. Is it poſſible to mark their different 
attributes and characters more ſtrongly? _ 


| Surely (I had like to have faid ſuch ſhameleſs ſo- 
phiſtry) ſuch a mortifying proof of the power of 
bigotry and prejudice never beforc fell from the 
pen of man. Such alacrity in the cauſe certainly 
G entitles 


( 42 ) 

entitles you to ſome mark of pre-eminence. An- 
other genius, famous in his way, hath pre- en- 
gaged the motto of Sum Solus; yet fume decus meritis 
quæſitum, and let yours be quando invenies parem. 


But you go on to prove that the God whom 
Paul preached at Athens, and ine Chriſt have the 


c 


c 


* 


66 


67 


60 


4 


te 


ſame attributes. 


« Of Cl he 
preached at Athens, 


even Jeſus, he ſays. 


Of Jeſus Chriſt, ex- 


cc 


cc God that made the 


world, and all thin gs 
therein, ſeeing he is 
the Lord of heaven 
and earth, ver. 24. 


WC. 


for in him we hve, 


and move, and have 


our being, ver. 28. 


«a 
A 


(e 


6e 


whether 
thrones, or dominions, 
or principalitics, 


preſly ſo named, he 


ſays. 


« By him were all 


thin gs created, that 


are in heaven, and 
that are in earth, 


vi- 
inviſible, 
they be 


ſible and 


Or 


powers; all things 


were created by him, 
and for him. And he is 


before all things, and 
by him all things con- 
ſiſt. Col. i. 16, 17.” 


That 


( 43 ) 
That Jeſus was not the unknown God, whom 
Paul preached at Athens, has been juſt demon- 


ſtrated. That he is not the Supreme God, your 


readers would have known by intuition, if you 


had been pleaſed to cloſe the magnificent ampliſi- 


cation, in which St. Paul has here diſplayed his 
wonderful dignity, with the Apoſtle's own words. 


For it pleaſed the Father that in him ſhould all fullneſs 
dwell, All this fullneſs therefore, all theſe powers, 
and attributes depended on the Father's pleaſure; 


but the fullneſs, powers, and attributes of the Su- 


preme God are neceſſarily in him, and can depend 
on nothing. Jeſus therefore, whoſe fullneſs, pow- 
ers, and attributes are dependent, 15 not the Su- 
preme God. . 


You may reply that the words, The Father, are 
not in the original, but have been inſerted by tlie 
tranſlators. This is very true, but will not Hop 


you out. The original words are, ci ev auTy EU 


 Oexnoe Tay To FANNY f h,is— 1; literally, It <oa; 


* the good pleaſure of — 


that in him ſhould all fullneſs 
dwell, The good pleaſure of whom? either of the 
Lon: whoſe attributes arc here enumerated; or of 
the Father, with the mention of whom the ampli- 
fication was introduced. Suppoſe, therefore, of the 
Son; then his powers and attributes depended on 
his own pleaſure, and he could aſſume, or lay them 
down at his own option. Then he could not be 

G& 2 the 


— Dre 
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the neceſſarily and ſelf-exiſtent God; for his attri; 
butes and perfections are as neceſſary, as his exiſt- 
ence; not to mention that it is not over good 
ſenſe to ſay, that any perſon's fullneſs, or perfec- 
tion, depends on his own will. Go back again 
therefore to the introductory word, Father, and 
the former conſequence will return, that Jeſus is 
not Supreme God; becauſe his fullneſs is depen - 
dent on the Father's pleaſure. Upon the whole, 
our tranſlators have judiciouſly inſerted the word 


Father; and, I believe, you will have no objection, 


when you ſee, that the change of it into Sen will 
avail you Sond 


Page 102: Whoſe : are the Father s, and of 
„ whom, as ; colicerning the fleſh, Chriſt came, 
„ who is over all, God bleſſed tor ever, Amen. 
c Romans! „ 8 le 


| It is not denied, that Jeſus Chriſt is ſometimes _ 


ſtiled God in the Holy Scriptures, in a ſecon- 
dary, or ſubordinate ſenſe; and not Jeſus Chriſt 
only, but the Angel who ſpake to Moſes in 
the buſh *“; and Moſes himſelf was inſtead of a 
£ Cod to his brother Aaron +, and was made a God | 
t Pharaoh | {3 Princes are called Gods: And he 


* EN dd. ill, 3. 4 Acts vii. 30. 2 Exod, vi. 16. 


called 
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called them Gods to whom the word of God came *. It 
will not therefore follow, that by God, in this 
paſſage, muſt be underſtood, the one true and ſelf- 
exiſtent God; eſpecially as the very ſame Apoſtle 
has aſſured us, in words the moſt expreſs and de- 
finite that language can ſupply, that though Here 
be Gods many, and Lords many, yet to us there is but | 
one Cod, one true and ſelf-exiſtent God, the Father; | 


and that in egen to Jelus: Chriſt, Who 1 18 the 
one Lord. 


T his I ſay on the ſuppoſition that the word Oos, 
God, is ſpoken of the perſon of Chriſt. But you, 
Sir, who undertake to be an expounder of God's 
word, ought to have known, that expolitors of 
great name, and among the reſt Mr. Locke, have 
proceeded on the contrary ſuppoſition. They 
knew this was the ſingle text, that, at firſt view, 
ſeemed to aſcribe Supreme Godhead to the Son, 


and they ſaw the neceſſity of interpreting in ſuch a 


ſenſe as might not run counter to the whole cur- 
rency of Scripture. 


In this they ated like wiſe and cautions men, 
with becoming reverence towards the word of 
truth, which muſt always ſpeak the fame thing. 
But 1055 Sir, had none of their ſcruples; the 


* John X. 35. 
ſound 


ti 3 
ſound of the words was on your ſide, and the 
be of your readers would be determined by 


ſound alone, and had never heard of Mr. Locke 
or his expoſition. It would have been but fair, 
however, to have informed them that he inter- 
preted the paſſage thus; Of <whem as concerning the 
fleſh Chriſt came, who is over all, viz. by the 
Father's appointment, Gd be bleſſed for ever. 
Amen. If this tranſlation can be juſtified, it brings 
| deftruction on your inference; and you ought to 


have given your reaſons why it could not, and not 


to have quoted the common tranſlation, as con- 
yeying the indiſputable meaning of the text, $ 


Though I differ from ſo great and good 2 man 
with infinite diffidence, I own I am not ſatisfied 
with this interpretation; and my reaſon is, becauſe 
I think the Greek word evaoynros ſignifies not (be- 
nedictus) bleſſed, but (benedicendus) worthy to be 
bleſſed, and that, God be wort hy to be ble wo is not 
either good ſenſe, or good Engliſh. am not, 
however, peremptory in this, and may - aan, 
In another opinion, I think, I am not miſtaken, 
that a plain, rational, and Unitarian ſenſe may be 
put upon the paſſage, without ſupplyin g one word, 
. or altering the common pointing. 


The original words are theſe, d wy et Tarrwy 
Ozo5 evAoynrIs Bs Ts GUWELS, Let us take St. 


Paul 


| ( 47 ) 
Paul therefore for his own interpreter. In the 


xvth chapter of his firſt epiſtle to the Corinthians, 
quoted before on another occaſion, we read theſe 


words; Then cometh the end, the oy, Te 
dico vos, as St. Matthew calls it &, when he hall have 


delivered up the kingdom to God, even the Father ; 


when he ſhall have put down all rule, and authority 
and power: For he muſt reign till he hath put all 
enemies under his feet. And when all things ſhall be 


ſubdued unto him, then ſhall the Son alſo himſelf be 


ſubject unts him, that put all things under him; that 
God may be all in all, This delegated kingdom 
therefore was to laſt till the ovyreA@e r aiwrs, and 


agreeably hereto it is ſaid, that God appointed him 


heir of all things, and by him trons Tis a, 
(made) diſpoſed the ages t, the different periods of 


the world, with reſpect to God's moral govern- 
ment, of which the Chriſtian is to be the laſt. 


Here we have Jeſus Chriſt exhibited as holding 


the kingdom in quality of the Father's Vicegerent; 
and this Vicegerency is to continue till the end, 


the conſummation of the age, the laſt or Chriſtian 
period, and conſequently of all the periods, all 
which he ordered or diſpoſed, when it is to ber eſign⸗ 
ed to God who gave it. We know likewiſe from a 


variety of paſſages in the Sacred Writings, that he 


+ Mat. xxiv. 2. | + Heb. E 


who 
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 Ualified- ſenſe; much more, therefore, may Jelus 


therity-of/ God, 18 Rilet God indan-inferiaroand 


Chriſt, who is tranſcendently the greateſt of "God? 
miniſters. It may therefore be true of Jeſus Chriſt, 


that he is over all Gad to be: Based eis reg h, 4 


lem as:the aves ſpall continue, and yet that he 1s not 


JOE | true and Dn God. *. E TY 


= . FL a 8... wo, -S ” 
by i 200 21. 4 7 * . ix +, >, 


Whether 1 e 20 Mr. Locke 87 


Live the truer meaning of the original, is nat of 


much importance in the queſtion, If either of 


them, or any other that aſcribes not ſupreme God- 


head to the Son, reſult grammatically from the 


Words, and exhibit a ſenſe conſiſtent with the 
Whole! ſtrain of Scripture, they all equally deſtroy 
4FQUr. ar gument, which depends on the ſuppoſed 
certainty, that the words are : incapable of being 


other wiſe underſtood. 


RY 


* This far 1 have ſuppoſed the peaſant, to TH the | 


true reading of the text, but you muſt now be 
told; th that A {uſpicion has ariſen, that a ſmall tragſ⸗ 
Poſition has happened, that gives it a very different 


* W - * 


. complexion- from that which it originally. bone · 
This ſuſpicion too is not taken up merely to ſolve 
a difficulty; but there are reaſons that ſupport it 


with a great — of probatllity. 
| Fu yt 5 Firſt; 


— 
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firſt; this is tlie only paſſage of the whole Scilp⸗ 
tures; where this, or 4 ſimilar; title is given to 


the Son; and ſingularity is, of itſelf, a reaſonable 
ground of ſuſpicion. 


* 


— —  — — SOS — — . 


ben inſtead of, o e E Tarov, &. 
it is ſuſpected that the true original reading was, C 
% O tent Tartuy. For it is well known; 
that the ancient manuſcripts are written without 
any of the marks of breathing now in uſe. Now | 
it was viſibly the eaſieſt thing in the world, for | 
careleſs of knaviſh tranſcriber, to change Ln 5 
the preſent reading, „ by ent rd And 
there was an age, or rather ſucceſſive ages; when 
the advantage would be ſeized with greedineſs, by 
2 particular party of men, who had lotig the pow- 0 
er in their hands, and defended by all the arts of | 
fraud, and all the terrors of force. Thus the er- 
ror might become general, and in time the only | 
reading of the manuſcripts. Errors leſs caſy to be 
accounted for have happened; and it is now no 
| ſecret, that one whole verſe & has been foiſted into 
the Sacred Writings, and {till deforms and pollutes 
them in ſpite of demonſtrative evidence, to ſerve 


the very purpoſe, for which this text is fo confi- 
dently quoted, nt 
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Thirdly; the very peculiar phraſeology i 1s uber 


ſtrong preſumption againſt the preſent reading. It 


is, I am perſuaded, univerſal with Prophane Au- 


thors to omit the participle; and with the Sacred 
| Writers and St. Paul himſelf fo very general to omit 
it, in ſimilar expreſſions, that, ſuppoſing him to have 
meant as you ſuppoſe, if the chance had been cal- 
_ culated before he wrote, Whether he would 
have written, o wy ent rarror, or only 0 en: 

Tr, it would have been a thouſand to one 

for the latter againſt the former. From what 1 


have juſt faid of the Sacred Writers, I except 


St. John, who was more ſtudious of ſimplicity, 3 
than of propriety or elegance of expreſſion. Any 


perſon who will take the trouble to conſult his 


Greek Teſtament, may eaſily be convinced of the 


truth of the foregoing obſervation. To give a few 


InBances. Matt. vi. 1. To Typ vu CON T4 Tols 


pve; — Vi. 9. Tharp pay O & Tols cupæœvols. 


And St. Paul in the very words preceding the text 


in queſtion, To xaTa# capux; and again, in the 


verſe immediately . 2 Yap Tarres ei 8&5 
Io Eph. iv. 6. eis Oo Y Tu rar, 0 
ri Tayrwy. Why not vd in this place? If wy had 

no buſineſs in this, what had it to do in the other; 

What ſhould induce him in this particular paſſage 
to vary from his uſual phraſcology, and adopt 2 
manner of expreſſion of neither equal clegance, nor 


equal emphaſis? For the participle wy being utterly 
unneceſſary 


„ 
unn y, is an A ufeleſi. load upon the ſenſe, parti- 
Gg in the laſt ſtep of a gradation, where, energy 
is moſt required, and could have been under ſtood | ö 
here, With more propriety, than in any of the 
places quſt quoted. Certainly ſo mere an expletive; | 


would not have been uſed by © a preacher 1 15 


6. gave words only to his ideas, and never lought.. 
c an expletive to grace, much leſs 1 * his. 
4 eee and diſtract his argument e 


rourtbiy; It will not tend to leſlen the ſuſpicion, 
if we compare che different effects the differ ent 
| readings will have upon the context. St. Paul Was 
2a writer of a warm, though regulated imagination, 

and great addreſs. He is here enumer ating the 5 
great privileges which the Jews had above the 
Gentile world. This he does by a noble 6gure, 9 
very uſual with him, and by Rhetoricians called 
amplification; and it was not his manner, on ſuch : 
occaſions, to leave any thing ſhort; which, in the” 
preſent caſe, according to the common reading, he 
evidently does. For he mentions not the circum· 
ſtance, that of all others moſt honourably diſtin- 
guiſhed the Jews, and ſtops in the perſon of 
Chriſt; which is not the higheſt ep, to which the 
gradation may aſcend. If we admit the conjectural 
tranſpoſition, this great circumitance is added, and 


* Layman, page 121. 
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„ 
the amplification riſes to the very higheſt pitch, 
from the Son to the Father; from the ſecond per- 


ſon in univerſal nature, to the one true, and ſelf- 


exiſtent God, above whom there neither is, nor 


can be any thing. I could wwiſh myſelf accurſed from 
Chriſt, for my brethren, my kinſmen according to the 
fleſh, who are Iſraelites ; whoſe are the adoption, and 


the glory, and the covenants, qnd the giving of the 


laws, and the ceremonial of worſhip, and the promijes ; 
whoſe are the fathers, and from whom Chriſt bad his 
earthly generation; whoſe is the God, that ruleth over 


all, worthy to be bleſſed fer « ever. Amen. A conclu- 


Lon flrong and ſublime, and full of reverence to- 


wards lim, who is the bleed and only Potentate, the 
ene Cod and Tanner ef all, who 7 is over all &. 


I will not fay that this is certainly the true read- 
ing; I confeſs I think it probable. If St. Paul had 


been a Prophane Author, I ſhould have admitted 
the correction without icruple; more reverence is 


due to the word of God. It may not, however, be 
improper for the learned world to give it a mature 
conſideration, If I have been tedious on this text, 
I hope to be forgiven. It is the only text of the 


whole Bible, that ſeems to ſay any thing for Atha- 
naſianiſm; and therefore merited a full "diſcuſſion, 


* Eph. iv. 6. 
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Page t 300. Now our Lord Jeſus Chriſt him- 


ſelf, and God, even our Father comfort 
your hearts, and cſtabliſh you in every good 
word and work. 2 Thell. ii. 16. Either there 
are o nominatives joined by the copulative and, 


or there is but one in the ſentence before us; 


and in that caſe the copulative unites two ſpe- 
cific. terms put in appoſition to the one general 
nominative; if the former were the caſe the 
verb muſt neceſſarily have been put in the plural 
number, whereas from its ſtanding in the ſingu- 
lar, we muſt conceive it governed by one nomi- 
native only; now, if there be found one term | 
'& in the ſentence including the reſt within its ge- 
& neral import, that is the nominative governing 
c the verb; but I have all along aſſerted, that 
the Father is God, and that the Son is God, 
and therefore now ſay, that the word God is 


here that general term comprehending within 


itſelf, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, and even 
bur Father, one God, which hath loved us, and 
6 ath given us everlaſting conſolation.” 


1 bad korn before, that you had extraor- 


dinary {kill in grammar, but did not ſuſpect your 
abilities to be of ſo prodigious a ſize. You have 


feſcued the Engliſh word hath, as if it were the 


ſingular verb agreeing with ſo many nominatives 
comprized one within another; but the truth is, 


that 


— abs. nt — — — xKrä—¼ñ — 
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that in the original it is no verb, but a participle 


agreeing, as it ought, with the name of the ſingle 


pre, of whom it Ine} 0 Ons 8 rern iu 
3 ee . | 


Again; your rule is not true, that ſeveral no- 


| minatives ſingular joined by the copulative and, ne- 
 eeſarily require a verb plural. They may have 2 


common verb of the ſingular number, how many 
of them ſoever they may be; and whatever diffe- 
rence of perſon, of ſubltance, of fituation, of 
qualities they may expreſs, and whether one com- 


prehend any other of them or not. You will not 
perhaps take my word; but here is the evidence 
of three unexceptionable witneſſes. 


— — * Non 
6. Te, Torquate, genus, non te ene non te 


* Reſtituet pietas.“ 
Hor. Ode 7. Lib. 4 


6c kin F Pales agr os, atque « ipfe reliquit Apollo. ö 
Virg. Ecl. Diphnis. 


8 'Et pater Rneas, et avunculus excitet Hector. 
. Eneid. 5. 


Laſtly, That blind bard, who blind as hs was, 
could ſee as far as ſome people who have an eye : 
or 


L216 F--- 
or two to ſpare, has put no leſs than four nomina- 
tives, of which no one comprehends another, be- 


fore one common verb of the * number. 


1 Oben,! 7 Tun, 9 X ; Mopowes, te rerlaca, 


« nh T QMzvin, Y ANEνðPöMiνν ip. 
Hom. II. lib. 2. 1. 615. 616. 


If theſe four examples do not ſatisfy you, you 


might, in a little time, be helped to forty thou- 


ſand from writers in all languages, of poetry and 


proſe; and thus your fine-ſpun theory about ſpe- 


cific terms, and nominatives and verbs, turns out 


to be no better than arrant nonſenſe. For, though 
8 Jeſus Chriſt and God our Father, had been not 
only different perſons, but differ ent Gods, St. 
Paul might, with the greateſt reverence for gram- 


mar rules, have uſed the verb rapæraD in 


the ſingular number. In fact, you betray a mani- 


feſt hankering after Sabellianiſm; nay, rather ef- 


fectually © confound the perſons,” when you ſay, | 
that “God is that general term comprehending 


« within itſelf our Lord Jeſus Chrift, and even our 


mn Father, one God.” For at the perſons are diffe- 


rent, as (ex hypotheſi) they ought to be, here is an 
inſtance from the Apoſtle himſelf, that ruins your 


whole proceſs; which ſuppoſes that the common 


verb ought to be of the plural number, when it is 


referred to two different nominatives of the ſingu- 


lar; 


* — — SeEY — — * — — — ů —ů * . 
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lar; and if Jeſus Chriſt be one perſon, ind God 
our Father another perſon, which you dare not 


36 3 


deny, here is the very neceſſity you have been 
contending for, two perſons of the ſingular num- 


ber, of which the one does not comprehend the 
other. „„ Dy = 


Page 133. * God was manifeſt in the fleſh- 


1 Tim, ni. 16.“ 


If by God here you do not mean the Supreme 
God, this text is nothing to your purpoſe. For 


wie have ſeen that the word, Otos, God, is often 


taken in an inferior ſenſe. If you mean the Su- 


preme God, what ſenſe do you give to was mani- 
fe in the fleſh? If you mean became vi/ible, and 
das ſeen of men, how do you reconcile this with 
the text that declareth, No man hath ſeen God at 


any time? But farther, common Chriſtians ſhould 


not be uninformed, that it is far enough from 
being certain that (Ee) Gods is the true reading. 


Some good manuſcripts, and the moſt ancient ver- 
ſions, made neareſt to the times of the Apoſtles, 


and to their own country, read very differently, 
viz. 6 That which, or os He that *; and Sir Iſaac 


Newton, in his ſecond letter to Le Clerc, has come 
little ſhort of a demonſtration, that this word is 
as ſhameleſs a forgery, as the ſpurious verſe of 


* Wetſtein, ad Locum, et Prologomena. 


John 


„ 

john mentioned above. Men, who know not 
theſe things, ſhould not ſet up for expounders of 
the Scriptures, leſt peradventure they ſhould teach 
another Goſpel; and; thoſe who do, ought to 
give their reaſons why they conſider diſputed texts 
as authentic, that unprejudiced inquirers may 
judge for themſelves: Otherwiſe true Chriſtianity 
may be argued out of the world. 


But 1 g0 back to page 128; where I had over- 
looked ſomething, which 1 by no means intended 


to paſs 1 following is an explicit de- 


46 claration that Chriſt is both God (you muſt 
© mean Supreme God) and man: For in him 


_ « dwelleth all m4 fullneſs of the Godhead bodily: 7 
= Colofl. 3 11. 9. | 


It may be a ſufficient anſwer to refer you to the 
firſt chapter of this very epiſtle, above quoted; 
where the ſame Apoſtle having given a moſt magni- 
ficent deſcription of the God-like actions, powers, 
and dignity of the Son, in a long and well-ſup- 
ported amplification, accounts for them all by this 
remarkable expreſſion; For it pleaſed the Father that 
in him ſhould all fullneſs dwell. To this I cannot ſee 
what reaſonable reply can be made, but will not 
depend upon it alone. I will venture to affirm 
that our tranſlation very faintly, if at all, exhibits 
the ideas of the original; that the text is ſo far 
1 from 


os e e OD . 


and the rent is made <worſe. 


6 
from containing an * explicit,” that it contains 
no declaration at all, that Jon Chriſt 1 18 either Su- 8 


"ue “God, or“ man.” 


The Greck words are cr fv auT@ RaTUKE Tay T9 
T1 Aapwjrc, Tys heros ownaTENDs; and in order to 


_ clear up the true ſenſe, it will be neceſſary, 


Firſt, To ſtate the preciſe meaning of Tun: 


Secondly, The relation which ©cornres. bears to 


it, and the meaning of this latter word: 


Thirdly, The a ide conveyed by "Bo adverb 


| OOURTIEDS, | 


Tuſt, therefore; Ee IS 2 derivative fr om 


the verb u, which ſignifies to fill up, or to 


compleat; it is formed from the preterperfect | 


_ tenſe paſſive, and conſequently has a paſſive ſigni- ; 
fication, and means not fullneſs in the abſtract, 
an inherent and underived fullneſs; but hat 


which is added, or put to, by way of making a thing 
compleat. This preciſe ſignification it has, Matt. ix. 


16. where we read, For that wwhich is put in to fill it 


% (To TMipwrn are) taketh from the garment, 


Secondly, _ 


CP" 
Secondly; The relations of 25 ©g2ryros to 
r”. can be no more than three. It mutt ſig- 


nify either, as Grammarians ſpeak, the material 


cauſe, that of which the thing added conſiſted; or 

the receiver of the added powers, or the giver of | 

them; that is, either the thing filled up, as ans 
in St. Matthew, or that which filled it up. The 
firſt is impoſſiblez becauſe the firſt ſelf-exiftent 
cauſe could never communicate all, or any of his 
own nature, that, by which himſelf is God, and 
Which is neceſlarily in him, to any perſon what- 
ſoever; and we have proved that Tropa means 
ſomething fo communicated, The ſecond relation 
is equally impoſſible; becauſe the Godhead is an 
idea comprehending all perfection and plenitude, 
to which nothing can be added, and from which! 
nothing can be taken. It remains thercfore, that 
it muſt ſtand in the laſt of the three relations, and 
| lignify the giver of the powers received. It may 
be objected that Godhead is a mere abſtract idea, 
and cannot be an agent. But an agent it is, and 
can be nothing but an agent in this paſſage; and 
therefore OtoTys, Godhead, muſt, by a very com- 
mon figure, be put for Oecs, God. In this very 
meaning To Owoy a term exactly ſynonymous 


with 7 Oeo rns is uſed by St. Paul himſelf. Acts 
xv. 29. Foraſmuch then as wwe are the ofipring of 
God we ovght not to think, that the Godhead, that is, 

| 2 Gd 
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God, is like unto gold or ſilver, &c. Godhead lite- 
rally taken, is nothing real, but an abſtract idea 


exiſting ſolely in the mind, and conſequently could 
never be conceived like to any ſybſtance in ag 
univerſe, material, or immaterial. 


Thirdly 3 SV. cannot 408577 in hit body 
conſiſtently with your ſenſe of the text. For 
the fullneſs of the Godhead, the plenitude of him, 
whom the heaven of heavens cannot contain, whole . 
' throne is heaven, and wheſe footſtool earth; could 
never be cooped in the narrow compaſs of a 
human body. And if gwwerizws be underſtood 
to mean, in his body, it is a mere redundant word, 
that expreſſes no more than had before been ex- 
Preſſed by % aurs, in him; except it be contend- 
ed (which is not poſſible to be conceived) that the 
plenitude of Godhead reſided not in his mental 
powers, but in his human fleſh. We may fix its 
meaning, I think, from another paſſage of the 


ſame Apoſtle, where he ys, who ſhall deliver me, 


from the body of this death, e Ts οννĩn Ans To Oc 


tv mwre *? Whoever heard of death's having a 
real body? The body of this death moſt probably 
means, the ſo many concurring cauſes of death, 
this army, as it were, of deftroyers; and then 


Rom. vii. 24. 
C ALTNDS 


TE 
ch in the preſent text will mean, caleaneh 
in one aggregate ſum. 


Now we may yenture to tranſlate, and the true 
meaning will come out thus; For in him dwell, in one 
great aggregate, all thoſe glorious gifts and powerful 
communications of God, which might compleat him, vi. 
for the high office and dignity for e he was 
appointed. 


I have the cleareſt conviction that, though it be 
impoſlible to render the Greek words literally, on 
account of the very different genius of the langua- 
ges, I have given the Apoſtle's meaning very ex - 
actly. And if this conviction could be increaſed, 
it would be increaſed by comparing this with the 
following text of the fame St. Paul; That ye might 
be filled with all the fullneſs of Grd X, wa TAnpwbre eis 
Tas Dru Ts Os. It has been proved, by 
Acts xvii. 29. that in Paul's Language 5 1 Oeorm and 
o Seos are exactly equivalent terms; he therefore | 
might have wrote in this laſt text, TANPWpro Y 
. Ocornros inſtead of TA pp. Ts Os; and if he 
had fo wrote, the ideas conveyed would have been 
the ſame, as are conveyed by TA»pwua Ts Orv 
In the latter text 73 Oed can have no other rela- 
tion, to ſpeak again in the language of Gramma- 


* Eph. ili. 19. 


rians, 


ö 
f 
{ 
| 
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rians, but of the agent to the action; and the pur- 
port of the Apoſtle's prayer, will be this, That you 
may effeftually be filled with every gift and grace of 
God, neceſſary to compleat you, viz. for your Chri- 
| ſtian warfare, for working out your ſalvation, and 
the attainment of everlaſting life. 8 * 


Page 154. Take heek therefore unto your- 


„ ſelves, and to all the flock, over the which the 
Holy Ghoſt has made you overſeers, to feed the 
« church of God, which he hath purchaſed with 
cr his blood. Acts xx. 28. Whats can convince, 
jf this be unable? Shall we ſee the blood of God 
e himſelf ſtreaming for our redemption, and ſtill 
* deny that God and man are one Chriſt?” 


Pray, Sir, who denied this ſo poſitively as your- 
ſelf? Did you not inſiſt, in one of your prelimi- 
nary chapters, that Chriſt was to be divided? And 


Vas not I obliged to appeal to your own ſo much 
admired creed, to convince you, that the perſon 
of Chriſt is one and not two? And now, who but 


you for an aſſerter of the unity of Chriſt's perſon? 


It was then your cue to talk of one Chriſt, who was 
God, and another who was man; to affirm that 


the one Chriſt knew what the other knew not, 
and could do what the other was unable. But 
now, it ſeems different meaſures are neceſſary, and 
we have you, as 1 foretold we ſhould, in your 

Atha- 


9 
Athanaſian regimentals, as ſpruce and trim, 3 BY 
your frock had never been ſoiled, and you had 
never bluſhed to wear it. Now the perſon of 
Chriſt is ſo inſeparably one, that what he could 

ſuffer only as man, one of the greateſt infirmities 
of human nature, is attributed to his“ greater na- 

ture; and we are called upon to “ ſee the 
- mm blood of God himſelf ſtreaming for our redemp- 

tion. A while ago, as man, he was ignorant, 
«oat now he can bleed as God. Some of your 
brethren, however, are provided with a Chriſt, 
that can, and another that cannot bleed; and it 1s 


a pity you had not equal foreſight; for depend = 


upon it you will make but an aukward figure with 
your * bleeding God. m 


The blood of the Supreme God you muſt mean. 
Shall Jeſus Chriſt decide the matter for you? He 
tells you, that God is a Spirit &, and that a Spirit 

hath not fleſh (and conſequently no © blood”? nor 
bones f. If you will not take the word of Jeſus 
Chriſt, dare you really give the lie to your beloved 
articles; the firſt of which poſitively aſſerts, that 
* the one living and true God is without body, 
parts, or paſſions,” and conſequently bloodleſs? 
He therefore, from whom “ blood” ſo copiouſſy 
< itreamed,”. could not be © the one living and 


= Jam iv. 24. f Thid, xxiv. 39. 
„ ne 


e 

te true God:? Or, if he was; will you ill fight 
fo like a Quixote, for fo' falſe a Dulcinea; as K 
| muſt now own theſe fame articles to be? 


After am, you muſt: agree that the blood of Cot is 

a very ſingular expreſſion, and not very reconcile- 
able with either Scripture or reaſon, and might 
have known, that there are manuſeripts of good 
authority, and verſions of the higheſt antiquity *, 
that read the Church of the Lord, or the Church of 

Chriſt; one of which, one may, I think, conclude 
with certainty is the true reading. But no mat- 
ter; it ſounded cleverly on your ſide; and ſound 


is ſomething Where nothing more ſubſtantial can 
be had. 5 


Page 181. „ Grace be unto you, and peace 
« from him which was, and which is, and which 
« is to come, and from the ſeven ſpirits, which 
« are before his  Gitone, and from Jeſus Chriſt, 
« Rev. i i. 4. "Fl 


In your comment on this text, you aſſure us that | 
theſe ſeyen ſpirits are alſo God; and this you prove 

in a moſt extraordinary manner; thus; „ the 
« ſeven ſpirits (you muſt mean metaphorically un- 
* derſtood) ate the eyes of the Lamb; and to find 


* Wetftein ad Locum, 


6 fayour 


„ 


® favour in God's eyes, is to find favour with 

« God: Therefore the eycs of the Lamb are the 

% Lamb himſelf,” that is, the ſeven ſpirits are the 
Lamb: Tlis it is to be maſter of one's craft; à 
bungler might have puzzled for a month, and at 
laſt have owned the neceſlity of yielding poor 
5 Lindſey this point at leaſt. But, with your Bible 
in your hand, you can work wonders take it up 
therefore again, and read Rev. v. 6. you will there 
find (if words are capable of meaning) that the 
ſeven. ſpirits are not put figuratively for the ſeven 
eyes of the Lamb, but the jzven eyes for the feven 
ſpirits of” Gad, fent forth into all the earth. T he 
| ſeven ſpirits therefore are the Lamb's miniſters ; 3 
and they are called his eyes by the plaineſt meta- 
phor in the world, in perfect conformity to the 
cuſtoni of the Aſiatic nations, who called the King” 8 


miniſters the King' s eyes, but ſurely never miſtook 
them for the King himſelf. „„ 


It turns out therefore, that < ſpirits?” are not 
put for “ eyes,” but © eyes” for < ſpirits,” and 
_ thus all your fine reaſoning 3 is vaniſhed into ſmoke. 
But I will not yet cry ſhame ; you ſhall have your 
own way, and the Lamb's eyes ſhall be the Lamb 
_ himſelf, provided you grant the Lamb to be Jeſus 
Chriſt. What then will you make of the ſacred 
text? Why, you introduce the good old Apoſtle, 

he 3 


CGH 


= 

| in Ge Penta of his inſpiration, delivering this 

| her pes the churches of Aſia ; << Grace be unto 

| yon, and peace, from him which was, and 
| Which is, and which is to come, and from Jefus 

| | « Chriſt, who is before his throne, and from Jeſus 

| « Chriſt.” Now I will cry ſhame ;- and I really 
4 think you will have the conſcience to take ſome 
f Iittle, at _ to ns | BY. 

1 Z Ther are two! ne of your . in ere 
you ſeem to triumph much; and which, for that 

| reaſon; I have reſerved to be conſidered here. The 
former is at page 166. But the word of God 
3 * (here ſeated on a horſe, and declared to be Jeſus 
1 « Chriſt himſelf under that appellation) is expreſly 
„ ſaid to be God,” You allude to John i. 7. 

| * Jeſus Chriſt therefore being that word manifeſt 
« jn-the- fleſh, and that word being God, Jeſus. 
| | * Cho is therefore one with che Father God.“ 

ö ; | You . mean, 15 Th kave obſerved before; that 
| the Father is Supreme God, and the Son Supreme 
God; otherwiſe you are not patching up the 
1 breaches of the cſtabliſhment, but utterly over- 
| throwing, it, under the maſk of mighty zeal for 

| os defence. Not to ſtand with you-for little points, 
| it ſhall be granted, that by Abyss, the word, is 
I meant Jeſus Chriſt, What then! Why then Jeſus. 
| Chriſt, 
| 


67 

Chriſt, or the Son, 1s Supreme God. Pray, Sir, 
not faſter than good ſpeed. The text runs thus z. 
In the beginning was the word, «(Jeſus Chriſt) an 4 
the word war with God, and the word was God. But 
there are either two Supreme Gods, or but one 


Supreme God. You will not ſay there are two; 
therefore God in both clauſes muit mean one and 
the ſame Supreme God. The Apoſtle” s narrative 


| therefore will ſtand thus; Jeſus Chrift was in the be- 
giming, and Feſus Chriſt was with the Supreme God, 
and Feſus Chriſt was the Supreme God, with * whom 
himſelf was ; that is, Jeſus Chriſt was the Supreme 


God, allocjated with, and accompanied by himſelf: 
But one would hope you would be cautious of fay- 


1 this for wack 3 of common ſenſe. 


. you will not deny the Father to be Bu- 
preme God: Subſtitute therefore zhe Son inſtead of 
the word, and the text will read thus; the Son Was 


with the Supreme Cad, that is, with the Father, and 5 


the Son was Supreme God. There is, however; but 
one Supreme God; therefore the Son was the Fa- 
ther. I would not adviſe you to hold this fort of 


language publicly, for fear of a diſaſter from mala- 
pert children 1 in the ſtreets, who, as Horace informs 
Fo „ are ſometimes not over civil to maintainers 


5 5 2 —— — ———Vellune tibi barbam 
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of 'paradoxcs. One would not ink: A prudent 
man would be greatly eager to introduce fuch con- 
fufion into every department of human ſpeculation, 
to countenance the laying of ſuch a foundation for 
univerſal ſcepticiſm, and the making a perfect 


chaos of the human mind. Thus ſhocking are the 


effects of prejudice, and above all of religious pre- 
judice. It is, however, peculiarly unkind to preſs 


the words of this venerable Apoltle into this gruel 
 fervice; | for he has been particularly careful, 
through all his writings, in language the- maſt 


plain, the moſt ſimple, and the moſt deciſive, to 


aver the Son's inferiority to the Father: If there- 
fore this text does really contain ſo ſtrange a propo- 
fition; he ſeems to have wrote his whole Goſpel 
with the expreſs purpoſe of confuting its and the 


moſt that can be proved by it, if no oe 


meaning can be found, will be that we do not. un- 
derſtand Its". cf 5 — 


There is, however, no neceſſity of recurring to 
this ſuppoſition. Various interpretations have 


been given by different Unitarians; of all of which 


you ought to have proved the impoſlibility or. im- 


probability, before you had argued from a ſenſe, 
which, after all, may not be the ſenſe of the 
Apoſtle. This you have not done, and therefore 


plainly begged the queſtion ; a fort of proof, that 
FIT - bh 8 1 of 
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of all- others, does the leaſt honaur to 2 logician; 
becauſe it abſolutcly proves nothing, and amounts 


to neither more, nor leſs, than fing it 18 ſo, be · 
| cauſe it is 40, 


2 
7 
* 


x Without hin to diſparage other interpreta- 
tions, ſame of which, I am ſure, may be gramma» 


tically defended, 1 intreat you to attend to the 
following obſervations. We read, Exod. xxiv. 9, 10, 


Then «vent \ up Miſes and Aaron, Nadab and Abibu, 
and ſeventy of the Elders of - Iſrael; and they faw the 
God of Iſrael. This God of Ifracl could not be the 


Supreme God, becauſe we are aſſured by St. John, 
by St. Paul, and by Jeius Chriſt. himſelf, WO 


lived many ages after Moſes and Aaron, that ng 


man hath ſeen God at any time; ye have neither beard 
His voice at any time, nor ſeen his ſhape +. If it ſhould. 


_— enquired who was this viſible God of Ifrael, 


5 Moſes may be allowed to explain himſelf, who, in 
the preceding chapter, has recorded theſe words, 
Behold I fend an Angel before thee—My name is in him. 


Though, therefore, it thould be granted that's As, 


the word, denotes the perſon of Chriſt, yet it will by | 


no means follow, that bes, God, in the third 


clauſe, denotes a perſon of equal power and per- 


fections with Toy Ce, God, in the ſecond clauſe. 


+ Joln i. 18.—y. 37. 1 Tim. vi. 16. 
2 The 
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God, in each clauſe, were God in the 
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davſe, is di gnified with 2 9285 of edu 
Which is wanting in the third ; ; where, however, the 
fundamental rules of the Greek language ſeem ab- 


folutely t to require it, if the contraſted terms were 


meant to expreſs equality of different perſons ; if ; if 


e ſuper- | 
eminent degree, with a ſameneſs or equality of at- 


tributes and perfections. It has been proved that 
the title of God is given to many perſons, in the 


Holy Scriptures, infinitely inferior to the one true 
God and Father of all; and it is moſt certain, that 
if the Apoſtle had really intended, in two words, 


to oppoſe ſupremacy to fobordination, be muſt 


have uſed the very terms he has uſed, Toy Oo for 


the former, and Oe: fimply f for the latter, : 


n to the idea therefore ſu ggelted by 


theſc remarks, for the truth of which I appeal to 
7 all competent maſters of the Greek language, the 
3 Apoſſle s meaning will turn out to be this; In he 
begi nning was "Feſus Chriſt, and Fe eſs Chrift 2045 


with the S upreme God, and Jeſus Chriſt was God in a 


fubordinate and limited ſenſe, dignified with this 
title becauſe he was God's Vicegerent in the great 


work of creation, as he was afterwards in the mer- 


eiful work of redemption, and ſtill is in the aan 


niftration of God's providence. 95 
The 
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The other text is page 149. And we know 
640 that the Son of God is come, "and hath given us 
* an underſlanding, that we may know him that 


C is true, and we are in him that is true; . even in N (4 
* his Son Jeſus Chriſt. This is the true God and N . 


3 everlaſting life, 1 John. Fo: £06; It is remark- 
255 6 able that this declaration f is followed by A deſire 11 
« to keep, from Idols, to the overthrow of whoſe 1 
« worlhip, he preaches the ao, Jeſus 
5 Chriſt, the Son.“ 


The e of the Engliſh 3 even, and 


© TD che ambiguous tranſlation of the Greek propoſition } 
2, have indeed thrown ſome obſcurity on the Eng- ; 
' liſh text; but an expolitor ſhould be aſhamed of p 
being miſled by any tranſlation whatever, eſpecially 4 
in fo plain a text. Thus it ought to be read ver? 3 1 
batim z 3 We inow that the Son of God is come, and £ | 
hath given. Us an underſtanding, that we may know OD 
EE. CF him that fs true ; and we are in m that is true, | i 
= e Top Uicy are I Xgiorg, by or through (the mean- 4 ö 
ing of the propoſition 2 in a thouſand places) that | | 
is, by the miniſtry of his Son Feſus Chriſt. 75 *. | 
What this ? ſurely he that is true, the knowledge | 
of whom we are brought, in whem we are, whoſe _ #1 
people we are become by the miniſtry of his Sa - 2 
ER: Jeſus Chriſt—This is the true God and everlaſting 5 
life z in exact conformity with the declaration, of P 
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Ohriſt himſelf, recorded by the ſame Apoſtle; This 
i eternal life to know thee the only true God, and 
- Feſus Chriſt, whom thou haſt ſent ; thee as the giver, 
and Chriſt as the ne of eternal life. a Th 


There is abother text indedd avoid by" you, but 
either not inſiſted on, or, which I think hardly po. 
 fible, overlooked by me, and Watt 18 dhe nen 
form, Matt. xXvili. 10 ee e e IS 

This text has been brought! into this . 
as of itſelf almoſt deciſive; I will therefore ſay one 
word to it. To baptize in the name of à perſon, it 
is ſaid, © is to aſcribe Supreme Divinity to that 

e perſon, as it is paying him the higheſt divine ho- 
„ nour.” Did St. Paul conſider it in this light? J 
- thank my God, that I baptized none of you, but Criſpus 
and Gaius; leſt any ſhould jay that I baptized in my 
on name *; What, ſuch an one as Paul the Aged 
afraid, that, if he had baptized ſome half dozen, 
or ten converts, he might have been miſtaken for 
the Supreme God? Of him that thinketh fo, I will 
ſay ROY but the wag in T heocritus would 8 
have fad, 


6 10 Kot TW rohes, o bis arepuoas.” b 


Theo. Idyll. X. Ver. 4 


* 1 Cor. # 14. Ih ö 
aave 


\4 <0 3 1 
1 have yet faid nothing in anſwer to all your o- 
bit and nonſenſe about the word worſhip. And 


really, Sir, what you have faid on that head is ſo 


exceedingly childiſh, that a ferious man does not 
know how to give you an anſwer. Can you really 
be ignorant that' the original word means no more 


than' an external act of reſpect, which, under the 


- fanction of the cuſtom of the country, was paid by 
inferiors to ſuperiors, by the party obliged to his 
benefactor ? And can it be a wonder, that num- 


bers ſhould pay this cuſtomary reſpect to Jcſus 
Chriſt, to whom fo many were, in the moſt eſſen- 


«tial manner obliged, and from whom ſo many: EX< 
pected obligations; ; that numbers, convinced. that 


he was the meſſenger of God, ſhould in that cha- 
racter pay him a mark of reſpect, that could not 
decently have been with-held from the loweſt of 5 
their magiſtrates | ? Or does it argue any divinity: i in 
you, when your inferior, or he Who has received 


a favour, takes off his hat and makes you an obey- 


ſance? For, allowing for the different cuſtoms of 


place and 50 the ceremonies are Perfectiy ſimilar, 


r d 
. - * 


1 bw now gone chrough all the texts I . 


to conſider. Vou may perhaps expect that an an- 


ſwerer ſhould travel with you ſtep by ſtep, and refute 


in detail every thin g you have advanced. For 
this I had neither leiſure nor inclination ; and really 
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tan perſuaded, this is an honour you are never 


Ekely to receive. You ſeem to have precluded it 
effectually. You have ſo cut and flaſhed the Scrip- 


tures, have maſhed them, if I may borrow a word 
from good old Latimer, into ſuch a ming/e-mangle ; 
you have tacked together ſo many texts and ſcraps 


of texts, that feem to look with aftonifhment at 


each other's faces; have deduced fuch ſtrange in- 


ferences from ſueh ſtrange premiſes, by the aid 
of ſo many childiſt conceits, fo innumerable ſo- 
phiſms, ſo many violations of the rutes of logic 
and grammar, that he muſt be a bold man indeed, 

who ſhall venture to diffolve all theſe unnatural al- 


| Hances, to reſtore every word to its true ſenſe and 
place, to detect and expoſe every thing falſe and 
ridiculous, to re-eſtabliſh dethroned common fenſe, 
to remove the mighty mountain of deformed rab- 


biſh, that fell down while you were employed in 


the viſionary labour of erecting a \ fortrels on the 
are of à fog. 


He who mall undertake all this, wilt undertake 


an Herculean taſk, and I heartily wiſh him the 


double patience of a Grizzle and a Job. It is ſuf- 
ficient for me, that I have picked up the moſt va- 
luable materials, and arranged them properly again 
in that edifice, for whoſe ornament and ftrength 
they were originally intended, and which you had 

deformed 


683 


deformed by wrenching them away. In fat, Sir, 
I fatter myſelf that I have fairly fetched off moſt of 


your capital texts; that, to vary the metaphor, I 
have routed your main phalanx, and I am not 
much concerned about your light-armed troops. 
It muſt happen here, as it docs in more ſerious en- 
gagements, when the flos and robrur exercitus no 


longer ſupport them, theſe can make no defence; 


and, as during the conflict they look both ways, 
are always glad to follow the victory. „ 


You will obſerve, that I has: entered no farther . 


into the controverſy between you and the worthy 


and excellent AÞologiſt, than the unity of the God- 


head in the perſon of the Father is concerned. 


Whether any, or what ſort of worlhip | is due to the 
Son, is a moſt important queſtion in Chriſtianity, Kg 
which I leave to the diſcuſſion of ſome perſon who 
has more leiſure and better abilities to diſcuſs it; 
only remarking, that, if the Son is not Supreme 
God, it cannot be right to worſhip him with the 
worſhip due to the Supreme God alone, If wor- 


ſhip is due to him at all, St. Paul ſeems to have 


drawn the line, that it ſhould ultimately be re- 


ferred to the glory of ie 4 the Father, 


f I may declare my own ſentiments, I fo far 
differ from Mr. Lindſey, that I de not think it 
L.2 2 
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6c finful” to pay ſuch worſhip to the Son, as tq 
his high office of God's Vicegerent, and thoſe god · 
like powers and perfections with which the Father 
has inveſted him, may ſeem ſuitable. This que- - 
ſtion 1 long to ſee yet more largely diſcuſſed, and 

be the reſult what it will, am fure it will promote 
the intereſts of religion, and tend to make the go- 
| ſpel better underſtood, and give it 2 wider diffuſion 
through the world. The diſcovery of truth can 
never do harm to a true religion. bY 


But the perſon for wb the Wobbur of fnally 
deciding this queſtion is reſerved, muſt poſſeſs 
other talents, and arts of controverſy, than diſtin» 
guiſh your performance; a clear and ſteady head , 
courage to own the truth, wherever he finds it, 
great maſtery in the original languages, and a 
complete knowledge of the Scriptures. Above all, 
he muſt be free from that outrageous and Bery 
zeal, which flaſhes like the exploſion of a meteor, 


and dims the eyes of the W by its 


glare. 


1 the mean time, whatever doubts may ariſe 
upon this queſtion, it is, or may be, clear enough 
to an unprejudiced enquirer, that you have de- 
fended an indefenſible hypotheſis. If the ſuffrage 


of reaſon may be taken, it decides with mathema- 
tical 


« 4 41 


I 77 1) 
tical and intuitive certainty, that the Athanaſian 
| doctrine is not true. And of this you ſeem to be 
conſcious : yourſelf, from the abundant pains you 
| have taken to repreſent human reaſon as a mere 
ignis fatuus, a falſe light, that will plunge its follow- 
ers in a quagmire, or precipitate them from a rock. 
This, however, is not ſpeaking with too much 
reverence of the gracious God, who gave it; and 
appointed it the only guide of all mankind, in all 
the moſt momentous concerns and enquiries reſpect- 
ing the happineſs of the preſent life; and of a vaſt 
majority of mankind, for much the greater num- 


ber of ages; nay, even of a conſiderable majority 55 


at this day, in all the more momentous enquiries 
reſpecting the life to come. Men might abuſe 
their reaſon, or miſlake its powers, and deceive 
themſelves; ; but it is a hard thing to ſay, that 
God laid them under a neceſlity to follow a blind 
1 my that could not but deceive them. 


If an appeal is made from reaſbn t to the bar of 
Scripture, that pronounces with equal certainty, 
that there is but one Supreme God, and that the 
Father only is he; except the Sacred Penmen have 
not written in the common language of mankind, | 
and their words ſtand not for the ſame ideas as in 

the common intercourſe of men. If they do not, 
enquiry is at an end, and we can never be certain, 
in 
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in an one ſentence, that there is any meaning 


at all. 


If the Scriptures therefore ſpeak ſo poſitively, - 


' nay, even though their language were not quite 


ſo peremptory, it ſeems to be high time to take 
ſome meaſures towards abrogating that uſurped 


authority, that has fo long dictated in matters of 
faith, that forbids Chriſt to be the only King in his 
own kingdom; that tempts by rewards, and de- 


ters by penalties, his ſubjects from their allegiance; 


75 that tells them, virtually at leaſt, that, if he has 
not, he ought to have ordained ſo or ſo; that fal- 
| liblemen can ſet forth the mind and will of God in 

| words more proper and expreflive, than it has 


been ſet forth by the infallible Spirit; an authority, 


that with equal right may be claimed by all go- 


vernments, and would conſequently carry us back 


to Popery, and from Popery to Paganiſm, 


| While the preſent doctrine that three Supreme 

Gods are but one Supreme God, makes a part of 
our Church eſtabliſhment, I cannot ſee, J conteſs, 
| how tranſubſtautiation can be confuted. What is 


there in that hypotheſis more ſhocking to reaſon 


and common ſenſe? Is it not as intuitively decided 
by reaſon, that three are not one, as that a ſpiri⸗ 
tual 1 is not a Breaden God? The ſacrifice of reaſon 


is equal 3 in both caſes; and if 1t 18 once acknow- 
ledged 


EL. 
ledged that reaſon is no judge, where it has the 
cleareſt perceptions, the light of it is utterly ex - 
tinguiſhed. The Emiſfaries of Rome are not igno- 

rant of the advantages afforded them by this Pro- 5 
teſtant conſtitution, nor backward to improve T 
them. With this weapon in their hands that dex- — 
trous Militia make the moſt ſucceſsful inroads into 1 
the territories of the Reformation. You object, - 

fays the crafty Prieſt, that tranſubſtantiation can- TE 
not be true, on the aſſurance of your ſenfes and 
pour reaſon; but theſe you have already given up, 
when you admitted the doctrine of the Trinity on 
the authority of revelation, interpreted by your 

_ own Church. I aſk no more; I require no greater 

fcl̃«acrifſice. The authority of my Church is as good 
gas that of your's, and, if numbers and antiquity 
add weight, much greater. As for revelation, it 

is no where faid in all the Scriptures, that the Fa- 

ther, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt are one God; 
whereas, I alledge the words of Chrift himſelf for 

the truth of my doctrine, who expreſsly faid © his 
ig my bedy.” To this argument what can 2 

ſimple Proteſtant reply? He feels that his eyes have 
been put out by his own eſtabliſhment, and thank- 
fully gives his hand to one, who courteouſly pro- 
miſes to lead him, and, at the ſame time, ſpeaks | 

with ſuch confident boaſting, of the infallibility of 

his Church. 25 
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an There is ane ther reaſon for v 
ſome remedy to ſo cruel and inveterate an evil. ualt 
is viſible that the torrent of vice and profil 
bearing down all before it; and it is equally viſible 


639 
iſhing. to apply 


acy is 


that the preſent mode of, diſpenſing. the Goſpel i is 
unable to ſtop it. There is indeed but too much 
reaſon to ſuſpect that the eſtabliſhment itſelf affords 


ſome countenance to this“ general corruption of 
manners. For while that affirms it to be the I 
duty of, a Chriſtian, a duty neceſſary above all 
185 others, ſo neceſſary that he who fails in it, “ ſhall ; 
"i without doubt. periſh; everlaſlingly,”. : to believe 


what neither is, nor can be the object of belief; it 


: is eaſy, to conceive how the merit of fo ſtrong. a 


h, required under ſo. dreadful a fanRion, is 


likely to operate. When the ſinner has onee per- 
ſuaded himſelf that he has it, he will be apt to ba- 


lance it againſt many relaxations of his ſpiritual 
diſcipline, depending on the great ſecurity of all, 


| his exalted faith; thus he will become gradually 


careleſs of, what would require much labour and 
mortification, the regulation of his thoughts and 
appetites, of bringing his whole body and ſoul into 


HON: to the obedience of Chriſt, f 


1 even \ this 18 "ho 5 2 A of . „ Giſinal 


conſequences, that have followed this deſertion of 


the inſpired Scriptures, and inveſting human con- 
ceits with Divine authority. Already a large part 


of 


„ 


of ſenſible but not ſufficiently ſerious men are become 


Infidels: : Surely therefore it becomes thoſe, whoſe 
particular concern it is, maturely to conſider how. 


far our preſent plan is calculated to check this pre- 
vailing apoſtacy. There men deſert, becauſe every 
human eſtabliſhment they examine revolts their 


underſtanding; and they will ſeek Chriſtianity no 


where elſe; while they are told they may find it 
there, in its true features; delineated and aſcer- 


tained to their hands: This way of ſeeking infor- 


mation, however in reality inexcuſable, affords a 


plauſible pretext for their deſettion; and a as they 


| Matter themſelves, juſtifies them to their conſcien- 


ces: For this evil there cati be no remedy, but 


the public diſavowal of human deciſions, and ſend- 


ing men for the learning of Chriſtianity, directly 5 


to the Scriptures: In theſe genuine records the 


honeſt and unprejudiced among them would find 
it not only the moſt amiable, but at the fame time 


the plaineſt and moſt intelligible religion, that ever 


was profeſſed among men. 


The bleſſed Author of it Panke to che poor, 
and choſe them preferably to men of higher ſta- 
tions and accompliſhments: If he had taught in 
the ſtrain of Athanaſianiſm, I beg to be informed, 


what unlearned hearer would have been edified, er 


| believed to ſalvation? Indeed not the unlearned 


only, but the moſt improved underſtanding upon 
M earth, 
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earth, never: «dia; nor ever can eise the Atha⸗ 5 
naſian doctr ine to common ſenſe. The Souths, 
the Bennets, the Waterlands, the Sherlocks, and 
Wallis's, and a long liſt beſides, all undertook to 
explain this inexplicable doctrine, and the conſe- 
quence was, that they diſagreed utterly in their 
explications, and hung millſtones, not deſignedly 
indeed, about the neck of Chriſtianity ; ſome 
making three, ſome four, and ſome but one God; 
ſome even leaving it dubious, whether they made 
any God at all. Nay, ſome were ſo whetted in 
the diſpute, that they pronounced Anathemas on 
their opponents *, and if they had held the tempo 
ral ſword, are probably have proceeded, to the 
effuſion of blood. 


If, thefs e on of orthodoxy are 10 little at 5 
an it may be enquired, what muſt common 


Chr iſtians do?“ If there is a doctrine of Chriſtianity — 


ſo neceſſary to be believed, that without the belief 
a of it we muſt periſh everlaſtingly,” and if this 
very doctrine is in itſelf fo obſcure and abſtruſe, 
that. all the ſtudy, and all the learning of the. beſt 
informed and moſt dignified divines, has never yet 
been able to ſettle the very point which is required . 
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ſord againſt Dr. Sherlock's explication.— E 5 Apology, 
Page * * 
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to be believed; what, I aſk again, muſt the com- 
mon Chriſtian do? One is prompted to cry out, 
the Lord have mercy on him. The Lord has had 
mercy on him, and given him a revelation, in 
Which, if he do his duty to himſelf, he will be 
ſure to find falvation, though the name of Atha- 
naſius, or of any of his diſcordant expoſitors, n 


never come to his ears. 


Let bin go to his Bidle, and take religion as his 
a Sab dür left it. There he will find that there is one 
God the Father, and that there is no other but 


he; that this gracious God ſent his beloved Son 
into the world, to teach mankind a moſt pure and 


animating religion; that he raiſed bim from the 


dead, and highly exalted him, in reward of his obe- 

diience, to a kingdom and power, which he muſt 
hold and exerciſe till the conſummation of all 
things, and then reſign to God who gave it; that 
he ſtill ſends his Holy Spirit to ſtrengthen him in 
weakneſs, and comfort him in diſtreſs. This every 


man can underſtand, and this is all that the Scrip- 
tures teach, or require to be believed with regard 
to the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. Let thoſe 
who think themſelves wiſer than God, and under- 
take to amend his language, enjoy their prejudice, 
or preſumption, but let them not lay ſtumbling 
blocks in the way of their more cautious brethren, 
Aor pronounce them reprobate, for chooling to 
M 2 take 
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take their ideas of God from the written word, 


and it only. Though Chriſtianity is not likely Na 


become the general rdigion, till the perſonal unity 
of God is generally acknowledged, yet, in the 


mean time, both parties may enſure their own 


falvation, if they walk in brotherly love, and are 


careful to work it out by ſuch knowledge as both 
are agreed in, To their own-maſter both parties muſt 


tand or fall, and neither hath the ſmalleſt autho- 


_ rity to judge the other, except what is derived 
from the - Powers that be, whoſe object 1 is only the 


— of this world, 


This W oy be decided by the infpired : 


Scriptures alone, and human authority ſet entirely 
out of the caſe; yet perhaps the authority of Cle- 


mens Rn the ſcholar and ſucceſſor of Peter 
the Apoſtle, may fairly be conſidered as ſomething 


more than human. If any man, whoſe writings 
are come down to us, could know the true doc- 
= of the Apoſtles, he is moſt to be depended 


He, however, has preſented us with no 


e 1 in his excellent epiſtle to the > 


Corinthians. On the contrary, ſays this venerable 5 
father, exhorting them to unity and concord, We 


Have one God and one Chriſt, Could he thus formal- 
ly have diſtinguiſhed God and Chriſt, if he had 
believed Chriſt to be God, in the higheſt ſenſe of 


the word? Can words more poſitively expreſs that 


God 


” e, M . S A Hann.. Nette + 


. 


God is one, and Chriſt another? He concludes with 
this truly Apoſtolical benediction and doxology, 
* The grace of Ghriſt Jeſus our Lord, be with you, 
e and with all in every place, who have been called 
* of God through him.” God the caller, Chriſt the - 
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inſtrument, by whom he called; ſurely: he thought | 
them not the ſame. © By whom (Chriſt) to-bim | 
(God) be glory, honour, might, majeſty, and | 


| « everlaſting dominion for ever. Amen.” How "4 
unlike the concluſion of modern ſermons, * Now.  _ |} 
ce to God, the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, to 
* him (one good Dean has faid to them *) be aſerib- 
ed all , e dominion and power * 


9 {yp 


1 ages all along ſuppoſed, you to Py i Glo and 
really believe you to be ſo; but you have made ſo 
many ludicrous applications of texts of Scripture, 
and your whole performance is ſo ſtrongly mai ked 
with the features of burleſque, that this belief re- 

' quires no ſmall effort of charity. You have indeed 
_ afforded plentiful matter to Infidels and Scoffers _ 
to exerciſe their talents of ridicule, and if this 5 
could fall on yourſelf alone, it is no more than 
you juſtly deſerve. But theſe men will not diſcria 
minate; they will take things as you repreſent 
them, and turn their wit prophanely on the Scrip- 
barka, f Which your indiſcretion has prepared for 


1 Dean e of Gloceſter' s a publiſted Sermons; page 54. 
their 
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their purpoſe. Lou will not, however, be perſuad- 
ed, that you have hung up Chriſtianity as a laugh- 


ing - ſtock for fools and profligates. It is viſible 
you triumph in your imaginary * confutation” of 


Mr. Lindſey, and poſſibly, as the noted Giant- 
killer never reſted while there was a Giant in the 


land, may be prompted, by the pride of victory, 


to attack the other, as you will account him, moſt 
Heretical apologiſt &. If this ſhould happen to be 


the caſe, pray, Sir, take the trouble to fix igegs 


. 


to your words, and to make your ideas conliſten t 
Mich hve {erious, and a e 1 bi . you | 


* Benjamin Ben a whoſe 2 Was, fe af it, 
publiſhed 3 in the courſe of the laſt year; A work fraught. with 


* and good 1 ſenſe, | 
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TYAGE 1243. Who being in the form of God, 
P ce thought it not robbery to be equal with 
God; but made himſelf of no reputation, and 

took upon him the form of a ſervant, and was 


ce made i in the likeneſs of men; and being found in 
„ faſhion as a man, he humbled himſelf and be- 


« came obedient unto death, even the death of 


« the Croſs. Phil, ii. 6, 75 — 


I did not conſider this text in its due courſe, be- 


cauſe it carries in it ſuch evident proofs that Jeſus 


Chriſt is not the Supreme God, that I could hardly 


conceive it poſſible for the moſt negligent reader 
not to ſee them. But as you ſay, If this text 


« ſtood without another to ſupport it, it is con- 


* cluſive for the Godhead (meaning Supreme God- 
<« head) of Jeſus Chriſt,” and as there may poſ- 


ſibly be readers as prejudiced as yourſelf, I will 
here give it a particular examination. 


The 
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( 88) 
The Greek words of the ſixth verſe, on which 


the Apoſtle s argument turns, are theſe. *Os 25 


poppy Des UT @pXuv 5 ax aprayuy None ro To eval. 


tz Oe. You endeavour to prove that # poppy 


Os UT a&PYov, being in the form of God is the ſame 


as if the Apoſtle: had 4aid being God, 2. e. Supreme 


Cod; and you take it for granted that ? 2X ApTHAYpoy 
nynocro is rightly tranſlated, thought it not robbery; 
Putting therefore your ſenſe on both expreſſions, 


let us try what can be made of the Apoſtle's 


words. You muſt conſider the words being Supreme 


Cod. either as containing the reaſon, why Chriſt 


thought it no robbery, or the circumſtances 
in which he thought it none. On the former 
ſuppoſition St. Paul ſpeaks to this effect, who, be- 
1 cauſe he was the Supreme God, thought it no robbery, 
conſidered it as no act of injuſtice or uſurpation, to 
be equal with the Supreme God,; but ſteadily infited 
on his right.—Softly, good Sir; St. Paul ſays di- 
realy the contrary, though, if the ſenſe of the 


former part of the ſentence were rightly aſſumed, 
he could have ſaid nothing but * 


On the l latter ſuppoſition, the fentence will run 
thus; Who, though he was Supreme God, yet thought 


it no robbery to be equal 201th the Supreme God. Such 


ſenſe, nay, rather ſuch nonſenſe, could never be 
uttered by inſpiration. But let us go on, and con- 
ſider 


6 by } 


ſider the Apoſtle's view; he is recommending hu- 


mility by the example of Chriſt. Thus, therefore, 


according to you, he argues; Let this mind (of 
„ humility) be in you, which was alſo in Chriſt 
„ Jeſus, who, though he was the Supreme God, 


k yet conſidered it as no act of injuſtice or robbery 


„ to be equal to the Supreme God; but, on the 
_ « contrary, emptied himſelf, and, inſtead of con- 


0 ſidering it as a matter of wrong or robbery, to 
ce be equal with the Supreme God, became a man 


< of the lowelt and moſt deſpicable condition, even 
% a ſlave.” It really ſurpaſſes my comprehenſion 
to conceive; what exerciſe of hu mility there could 


be in our Saviour's taking himſelf to be, what he 
really was, the Supreme God; and if there is not 
ſome condeſcenſion expreſſed in the preceding ne- 
gative clauſe, what can the unlucky particle but 
have to do in the following? Is not this repreſent- 
ing the Apoſtle as affirming, that Chriſt ſhewed no 
. humility of mind, at the ſame time that he ſhewed : 


an n humility e r great? 


N if Chriſt were the . God, by 
What means did he ceaſe to be ſo? How was it 
| poſlible, that he, who holds all his attributes by 

the neceſſity of his nature, ſhould diveſt himſelf 


of them, ſhould empty himſelf and ſink to the con- 
dition of the meaneſt and moſt diſtreſſed of man- 


kind? The thing ! is abſolutely impoſſible, and St. 


N Paul 


* 0 N 4 234 _— EC N K * - — 2 
fo rt bens) gots tr rr 02 in Aſi}* Am. ages... WS . n 9m, 
. ano RE ane oo ˙ —t!M 2 ale Fe ray . ee, PAS. . 
© * * * 5 0 2 K 7 o - * 5 by * «> "FE * 3 * 8 ; A 4 5 
* 4 , Pp s 4 
oth | 


r 3 „ . . . whe fv es” . * RE 2 + ED 5 l a 


- * 
1 — or the 


is added muſt make ſome increaſe, and the human 


"0+ 
Paul could never fay'it. If by made man” you 


mean that he took the manhood into God, a8 
the Athanaſian Creed informs us; then he was fo 
far from being debaſed, that he was made, in how 


ever ſmall a proportion, greater. Fer whatſoever 


powers added to the Divine muſt render them 


either more in number, or greater in efficacy. 
But this again 18 impoſſible ; for he, Who has alk! 
he could make himſelf 0, it wou ben no mark of 


1 a, * 5 ; 
oy 


| When you tell us a that: jt God was age man, 


meaning the Supreme God, that God was nid 
©" man,” pray, Sir, do you mean te ſtand by the 
Nicene Creed, and to exclude the Athanaſian, 


which aſſerts the contrary, viz. «© that the God- 
& head was not converted into ſleſh, or made 


: <-man, ” but that the manhood was taken into 
„ God! 7 80 bare faced a contradiction muſt, one 
would ſuppoſe, be not a little mortifying to ſo 


warm a defender of the preſent eſtabliſhed forms. 


You may take whether propoſition you pleaſe, but 
both cannot be true; though a profeſſion of the 
belief of both is commanded to be made in the ſo- 


lemneſt manner, in the face of God, and his con- 
gregation, on the ſame day, within the ſame half 


hour, under the penalty for the diſbelief of one of 


them, 


CL  }- 

them, ſo far as human authority can inflict it, of 
eternal damnation, When one witneſs] depoſes in 
direct contradiction to another, ſurely thoſe are 
hardly uſed, who are compelled to avouch the 
veracity of both. It is indeed equally impoſſible 


that the Supreme God ſhould be made man, and 


that man ſhould be made Supreme God, or indeed 
any part of him, who has „ no parts.” To bind 
men therefore to the belief of theſe two Creeds, at 
leaſt as you underſtand the word God in both, is 
binding them to the belief of the ſtrangeſt medley 
of contradictions. Have a little charity therefore, 
I beſeech you, for conſcientious men, who ſolicit 
rene . ſo grievous. an oppreſſion. 


-iThorigh it be certain enough that you have 


groſsly miſinterpreted the Apoſtle's words, yet 


perhaps it is not equally certain what his preciſe 
meaning was, The text has exerciſed the talents 
of many able critics, and ſill there may be ſome 

doubt whether any of them have fully ſucceeded. 
Among ſuch names I am little ambitious of mixing 
mine; yet hope it will not look preſumtuous, if 1 
ſabmit to the public judgment the idea, which the 
original words have raifed in my mind, 


« * * g % 


The great difficulty les in the word ae En 
which is generally ſuppoſed to ſignify actively, 
ipſa actio rapiendi, the very att 4 ſeizing. If the 
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word is taken in this ſenſe, all the foregeing ab- 


furdities will follow; and therefore St. Paul cer» 


tainly meant it not in this ſenſe. The word itſelf 
1 ſo ſeldom occurs, that there is no fixing its mean - 


ing from other authors; though the kindred term 


_ eprayua, and even a reh yada, is frequent 
enough. If the words in this place had been 
dp i wyuwero, the meaning would have been 
clear, non, ut prædam, arripuit, non prædam 


fibi duxit, he confidered it not as a thing, which he 


had a right to ſeize, and hold faſt as his own. In 
this very ſenſe, it is probable that the Apoſtle uſed 
_ GPTRY py, and the indefatigable Wetftein has 
| quoted One place at leaſt where « cpr muſt be : 
fo underſtood, For my own part, I have Tome- 
times ſuſpected that apraymor may poſſibly be a 
Paſſive adjective of that ſort of 1i igniſication, which 
adjectives in bilis and participles i in dus have among 
the Latins; and in this caſe, the meaning of the 
expreſſion would be indiſputably determined to che 
has er, as has dern Jul ſet down. 


kae exec fegen FRA x} b elner ien 
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46 « Sleep 


” AOL KD TOS 
N N \ T! WP 
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Sleep my babes, a ſweet, and (i one ay? ſay ſo 
40 in Englith) a wakeable ſleep.“ I ſuppoſe, there- 


fore, cpr to be formed as a paſſive adjective 


from pr by the lame kind of ere Me as 
10 e from W e 


But be this conjecture right or wrong, if a apraty- 5 
or is equivalent to dprarypa, as indeed there can 

be little doubt it is in this paſſage, the text will 
prove as ſtrongly as poſſible againſt the Athanaſian 


Trinity; and that, whether the word God be un- 


derſtood of the Father, or of the Son. It appears 


to me to be more eligible to underſtand it of the 


Son, and the abſence of the article is not unfa- 
vourable to that interpretation. What that porgin 


Oes, that form of God, that divine ſtate and cha- 


racter, was in his original undiminiſhed glory, ? 
may be conjectured from thoſe amazing ſplendors 


that ſurrounded him at the transfiguration. Me 


beheld, ſays St. John, who was one of the three 
diſciples preſent at this wonderful tranſaction, his | 


glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father. 
Great as theſe ſplendors were, I conceive the 
Apoſtle to repreſent him as not eager to retain 


them, when he could accompliſh ſo benevolent a 


purpoſe, by ſuſpending his poſſeſſion of them, as 
bringing mankind to everlaſting falvation. His 
argument will proceed thus; Who did not think that 
A Lis | # 6 9 
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ter of indiſpenſable conſequence to be a 
great a 


1 
be ought, us it werk, to lay firm hold on rhut Godlite 
dignity, fo ar never to give it up; o er as a a hats 


d hipendous Perſinage (ro liver ton. 86505 3 
to preſerve a perpetual equality of that inconcciva ble 
majeſty, which he had being yet Dios, not 5 Oess, 


next to the Supreme God, the moſt glorions being 


in the univerſe; but emptied himſelf of all this, and 


took tcoppny See, the form and character of a Have; 
in which character he was ſeen, when he became obedient - 


to the ſervile death of crucifixion, Thus the ſame 
perſon, who at one period of his exiſtence, had 


been the repreſentative of the Father's glory, 
whom all ſpiritual created intelligences beheld with 


diſtant wonder, at another, became a moſt miſer- 


able and deſpiſed man, an unjuſtly condemned and 
dying con vict, that he might reconcile apoſtatized 
mankind to God. Here every ching! is real, clear, 
intelligible, glorious, and amazing. What an ex- 


ample of humility? Who will not be made truly 


. 


„ 


« 


humble by motives ſo irreſiſtably endearing? 2 


Page 192. Father it it be poſſible, let this cup 
paſs away from me,” and knowing that Je- 
ſus Chriſt died for our redemption, „I hereby per- 
ceive the love ot Cod, becauſe he laid down his 
life for us. 1 John! i 
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It 


EW 1 
i is amazing that a man, who undertakes to ex- 
plain Scripture to his ignorant brethren, ſhould 


himſelf be fo ignorant. The word Oes, God, is 
manifeſt interpolation, being found in but one 


Greek manuſcript out of one hundred and twenty, 
uſed by Wetſtein *, and that of a low age, and 
very bad authority. Of printed editions of any, 
repute, it is only to be found in the Complutenſian 
and Genevan, and of verſions the modern Engliſh 


only has it. But there is no occaſion to appeal to 


manuſcripts, editions, or verſions, to reprobate the 
word. It is impoſſible St. John ſhould have wrote 


| £61905 for be, referred to an antecedent immedi- 
ately preceding. Either he would have uſed no 
prongan: at all, or if be had ne Proper t to ute 


uſe of the Greek pronoun exewos very frequent in 


all authors, when they mean to mark out a perſon 
with particular emphaſis, without naming him. 
This, and no other, muſt be its meaning in this 
paſſage; and thefe are the words of the Apoſt'e 


literally tranſlated, By this we have known love, that 


be (Jeſus Chriſt appreciate — lad down his 
n. 8 5 


3 79 1 do not mean that all theſe MSS. had the Spiſtles of (n 


but that it was wanting in all, that had them, except one. 
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Fs page 95 ;, wh re? you quote Colofl. i. 16; 17 
by way of proving INT Jerus Clrilt bas che Wa 
attributes with bis God and Father, it mi Sht Rive 
been obſerved, that every expreſſion in the origin 
ſeems to be deciſive of his interiority, by exhibiting g 


him as the Father 8 miniſter. The words are, ey TW 
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: and. Oe never, I think, expreſs, primary OP 
dent agency. To. convey that idea i 


the Apoſtle muſt have uſed the Prepoſition on _ 


perhaps rg E and Ju meaning, ordinarily at 


leaſt, the agency of T miniſter, a perſon employed = 
under the controul of a firſt mover. This, therefore; 


Itake to be the ſenſe of the original words; by his 
miniſtration all things were created all things 
en created by his miniſtration. by him, that 


is, A his miniſtration all things (the whole univerſe, 
if you pleaſe) conſſt, cohere, and continue as one 
regular connected ſyſtem. You, however, ſeem 


ta be one of thoſe, who chooſe not to hang their 
faith upon an aro or an ft, though the true ſenſe 
of alt language depends, in a very great degree 


on the right underſtanding of its particles. The 
ianumerable blunders; you have been drawn: antg 
by the Engliſh tranſfation, muſt entirely ruin yeur 
3 as a ſcholar; or if you LES "BRO 
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But the worlt 79299 of your il luck, i in e 5 
this paſſage as a proof of yout propoſition, has not 
yet been pointed out. It will ruin your favourite 


e 


ior of two natures in Chriſt, and conſe- 


quently the whole Athanaſian hypotheſis, irre- 
trievably. For, how ſay you, Sir? ſhall we impute 
this wonderful work of creation to Chriſt in * his 
greater nature,” as he was God; of ſhall we con- 
ſider him as having ereated all things in heaven and 

in earth, in © his leſs nature, as he was man? It 
behoves you to make a deliberate choice. If you 
ſay the former; then here is what amounts to the 
poſitive affertion of an inſpired Apoſtle; that Chriſt; 


in his greater nature, is inferior to the Father : For 


we are told, in the words preſently following; that 
he effected this greateſt of his mighty works by the 
. Fillneſs, which it pleaſed the Father to confer upon 
him; which communication of the Father would 
have been both unneceſſary, and impoſlible, if 
Chriſt had been abſolutely perfect before. If, on 


the contrary, you ſay, that he created all things in 


heaven and in earth, as he was man; then you can- 


not mean that he had any coneern in the original 
Oo | creation, 
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creation , which was paſt, many ages, before he ex- 
iſted in his human nature. On this ſuppoſition, 
you give a Socinian fenſe to the words, and add 
one more to the liſt of Hereſies, that have already 
been proved upon you, having quoted the pallage 
to no kind of purpoſe | whatſoever, 
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8 or a Calendar, pointing out what thould be one | 


every Month in the Green-houſe, Flower, Fruit, 


and Kitchen- garden, with the proper Seaſons for g 


ſowing, planting, &c. ſo as to have a regular Suc- 


ceſhon of Flowers and vegetables throughout the” 
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To which is added, 


A compleat Li ST. of the Flowers that blow each 


Month. 
8 Though of fo ſmall a Size, no one Thing is omiited, 
Price One Shilling. 


1275 Katy printed, no bigger chan a Pocket Almanack, 


be Hide-of this Books: denen 


oy may inſtruct any Country Servant to look. after a 
{mall Piece of Ground, at a very little Expence, make 
that Ground go a great Way, and ſupply their Tables 


with every Thing in Seaſon. It will enable the Ladies 
alſo to diſpoſe their Flowers to the beſt Advantage, 


and prgcure à general Bloatmthroughout the Year. 
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MIST, 


Shewing in a Varketycaf: 3 from Bol. a Yar | | 
to upwards of 800l. how comfortably and gen- 


teely a r DAY: ve with F rugaltys f for a been 


Money; * 
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—_ Together with the Cheapeſt Method of keeping 
| En, 4 H O R 8 1 Spc bein f 


2 Note. An Attention to theſe Eſtimates will infal⸗ 
' Hliblytend to the Comfort and Happineſs of Thouſands, 
” as they will teach the Reader how to make a Little 
1 go a great Way, and ſhew him what Expences he may 
de into conſiſtent W bo IT and nee 
3 in mne N . . 5 


Price One Skiing. 
The NINTH EDITION. 


EN MINUTES ADVICE. 


= | 15 1 | 10 EVERY 65 


c E N ＋ L E NM A: N 


Going to purchaſe a Hoxsz out of a Dealer er, Jockey, 
or Groom's Stables, in Which are laid down eſta- 
bliſhed Rules for diſcovering the Perfections my, 
 Blemiſhes of that noble Animal. N | 


| 22% 9 a * 
* | 2 


Price © One Shilling. 
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B E L L's * DIT Io V 
or THE 


£ | 95 id 1 þ - 


Gentleman's S. ocket Farrier, 


Shewing how to uſe your Sf 2 54 on a 2 : 
and what Remedies are proper for common Noe 
cidents that may befal him on the Road. 


U Price One Shilling. 


Neatly printed on thin Poſt Paper, very mall Size, 
on Phrpoſe to lay in a Pocket Book. 


This Vttle Tract has been in great Efimation for! 
theſe Fifty Years paſt, and has gone through many 
Editions in Ireland. The Remedies it preſcribes are 
ſimple anal eaſily obtained, and never fail of a Cure, 
where the Diſorder is Gurable, and no Man who 


values his Horſe mould | pore * travel with- 
Out it- ; 


N. B. Be careful to aſk for BE L L's. Edition of 
this uſeful little Book, as the extraordinary Encourage- 
ment it daily experiences, has excited the Envy of 
ſome other Bookſellers, who have deſcended ſo very 
low as to copy the Title of it nearly Verbatim, with 
2 Pretence of giving ſome other UuszLESs Additions, 
in order to obtrude with more Facility their own 


RR when this uſeful Treatiſe as. be wanted. 
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Bait LETTERS of a Perſon 1 


Now Firſt Publiſhed from the Manuſcript in his Cor- 
o reſpondent's Hands. 


In TWO VOLUMES, 
Price Six Shillings, bound. 


BELL EDI TION 


or „ - 


SHAKESPEARE: WORKS, 


comeL EAT, 
eve Hts. POEMS. 


P | R 1e E No V 

| 5 'F 

On Ts Royal Paper, i in 9 vols. ſewed, —_ 
On Deny * — 9 vols. ſewed, 7 © 


= The CONTINUATION, | 
To 9 the Firſt Five | Thong | | 
ee e 


| C. x . 4. 
on * Royal Paper, in 1 4 tl ſewed, 0 3 0 


_ On Demy 1 — in 4 vols. ſewed, 012 © - 


FF) few prime Ar effions of the complete 825 Prints, 
conſi ing of 41 ſtriking Dramatic Subjects, including the 
cp * whip Likeneſs of the Author, and of David Gar- 
Emo, are preſerved on Proof Paper, and will be 
* fold for er . or to bind up * any otber 
* mw, „ ne OE 


At One G and a a Half per Set. 


